
=

^Åèìáëáíáçå=oÉëÉ~êÅÜ=mêçÖê~ã=
do^ar^qb=p`elli=lc=_rpfkbpp=C=mr_if`=mlif`v=
k^s^i=mlpqdo^ar^qb=p`elli= =

 
  

Approved for public release, distribution is unlimited. 
 

Prepared for: Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, California 93943 

NPS-CM-12-198 

^`nrfpfqflk=obpb^o`e=

pmlkploba=obmloq=pbofbp=
=

 

 

 
An Examination of the Technical Product Knowledge of 
Contracting Professionals at Air Force System Program 

Offices 

12 December 2012 

by 

CAPT. James P. Gallagher Jr., USAF 

Advisors:  Dr. Rene Rendon, Associate Professor, and  

Dr. Marco S. DiRenzo, Assistant Professor 

Graduate School of Business & Public Policy 

Naval Postgraduate School 

 



Report Documentation Page Form Approved
OMB No. 0704-0188

Public reporting burden for the collection of information is estimated to average 1 hour per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and
maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information,
including suggestions for reducing this burden, to Washington Headquarters Services, Directorate for Information Operations and Reports, 1215 Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 1204, Arlington
VA 22202-4302. Respondents should be aware that notwithstanding any other provision of law, no person shall be subject to a penalty for failing to comply with a collection of information if it
does not display a currently valid OMB control number. 

1. REPORT DATE 
12 DEC 2012 2. REPORT TYPE 

3. DATES COVERED 
  00-00-2012 to 00-00-2012  

4. TITLE AND SUBTITLE 
An Examination of the Technical Product Knowledge of Contracting
Professionals at Air Force System Program Offices 

5a. CONTRACT NUMBER 

5b. GRANT NUMBER 

5c. PROGRAM ELEMENT NUMBER 

6. AUTHOR(S) 5d. PROJECT NUMBER 

5e. TASK NUMBER 

5f. WORK UNIT NUMBER 

7. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES) 
Naval Postgraduate School,Graduate School of Business & Public
Policy,555 Dyer Road, Ingersoll Hall,Monterey,CA,93943 

8. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION
REPORT NUMBER 

9. SPONSORING/MONITORING AGENCY NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES) 10. SPONSOR/MONITOR’S ACRONYM(S) 

11. SPONSOR/MONITOR’S REPORT 
NUMBER(S) 

12. DISTRIBUTION/AVAILABILITY STATEMENT 
Approved for public release; distribution unlimited 

13. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES 

14. ABSTRACT 
The acquisition process for the Department of Defense has recently seen acquisition setbacks characterized
by cost overruns, schedule delays, and products that do not meet standards. Part of this problem has been
attributed to deficiencies with the acquisition workforce, to include contracting professionals. A partial
remedy has recently been to hire more contracting professionals to the acquisition workforce along with a
revision of training requirements. But what if the government is not training contracting professionals
properly? Are contracting professionals receiving the right education and training to obtain the requisite
skills to contract successfully? Research indicates that commercial purchasing professionals must possess
certain skill sets in order to be successful purchasing professionals. One of these skills is product
knowledge, or knowledge of the product or service for which they contract. Because the government does
not provide training or opportunities for contracting professionals to gain product knowledge, these
contractors are incapable of performing their job to the maximum potential. As a result of this
shortcoming, there are adverse effects on the organization, such as a less motivated and more stressed
workforce due to the lack of knowledge. This research examines product knowledge in academic theory,
commercial practice, and government practice, and its effect on a government organization. 

15. SUBJECT TERMS 

16. SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF: 17. LIMITATION OF 
ABSTRACT 
Same as

Report (SAR) 

18. NUMBER
OF PAGES 

131 

19a. NAME OF
RESPONSIBLE PERSON 

a. REPORT 
unclassified 

b. ABSTRACT 
unclassified 

c. THIS PAGE 
unclassified 

Standard Form 298 (Rev. 8-98) 
Prescribed by ANSI Std Z39-18 



=

^Åèìáëáíáçå=oÉëÉ~êÅÜ=mêçÖê~ã=
do^ar^qb=p`elli=lc=_rpfkbpp=C=mr_if`=mlif`v=
k^s^i=mlpqdo^ar^qb=p`elli= =

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The research presented in this report was supported by the Acquisition Research 
Program of the Graduate School of Business & Public Policy at the Naval 
Postgraduate School. 

To request defense acquisition research, to become a research sponsor, or to print 
additional copies of reports, please contact any of the staff listed on the Acquisition 
Research Program website (www.acquisitionresearch.net). 



=

^Åèìáëáíáçå=oÉëÉ~êÅÜ=mêçÖê~ã=
do^ar^qb=p`elli=lc=_rpfkbpp=C=mr_if`=mlif`v  - i -=
k^s^i=mlpqdo^ar^qb=p`elli= =

ABSTRACT 

The acquisition process for the Department of Defense has recently seen acquisition setbacks 

characterized by cost overruns, schedule delays, and products that do not meet standards.  

Part of this problem has been attributed to deficiencies with the acquisition workforce, to 

include contracting professionals.  A partial remedy has recently been to hire more 

contracting professionals to the acquisition workforce along with a revision of training 

requirements.  But what if the government is not training contracting professionals properly?  

Are contracting professionals receiving the right education and training to obtain the requisite 

skills to contract successfully?  Research indicates that commercial purchasing professionals 

must possess certain skill sets in order to be successful purchasing professionals.  One of 

these skills is product knowledge, or knowledge of the product or service for which they 

contract.  Because the government does not provide training or opportunities for contracting 

professionals to gain product knowledge, these contractors are incapable of performing their 

job to the maximum potential.  As a result of this shortcoming, there are adverse effects on 

the organization, such as a less motivated and more stressed workforce due to the lack of 

knowledge.  This research examines product knowledge in academic theory, commercial 

practice, and government practice, and its effect on a government organization. 
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I. INTRODUCTION  

A. BACKGROUND 

1. Department of Defense Spending 

The Department of Defense (DoD) is responsible for executing a yearly budget of 

$553 billion, which was the fiscal year (FY) 2012 budget request by the president of the 

United States (POTUS; Office of Management and Budget [OMB], 2012).  This budget does 

not include wartime supplemental appropriations, which can further raise the total dollar 

amount another $100 billion.  Part of that large sum of money is allotted for acquiring and 

maintaining major weapon systems, service contracts, construction projects, military and 

civilian personnel, medical benefits, and other high-dollar areas. The DoD’s top five 

contractors, which consist of Lockheed Martin, The Boeing Company, General Dynamics 

Corporation, Raytheon Company, and the Northrop Grumman Corporation, accounted for 

one fifth of the FY2011 budget, with $102 billion in DoD spending.  This $102 billion is 

largely spent on the Major Defense Acquisition Program (MDAP) and Major Acquisition 

Information System (MAIS) throughout the entire procurement process.   

The defense industry is a difficult sector for both the government and the contractor. 

Jacques S. Gansler (2011), the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and 

Logistics (USD[AT&L]) from November 1997 until January 2001, defined and characterized 

the defense industry as a 

major sector of the U.S. economy, but because it has essentially a single buyer 
(the Department of Defense), it has a small group of major suppliers 
(essentially an oligopoly in each sector), and is controlled by government laws 
and regulations, it is not a normal market. (p. 152)   
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Defense spending is a form of discretionary spending that is politically charged and cyclical 

in nature.  Every major war or conflict within the past 60 years can be characterized by a 

major increase in defense spending and then a sharp cut in defense spending after the war or 

conflict draws down.  When a reduction in spending occurs, cuts are seen in areas such as 

weapon system programs, personnel, operation and maintenance (O&M), procurement, and 

other high-dollar areas.  With the end of the Cold War, the DoD saw a major reduction in 

budget authority and personnel, including the acquisition workforce.  The acquisition 

workforce is a highly trained and professional workforce that is charged with procuring the 

best value products and services for the military Services.  Unlike commercial businesses, the 

defense acquisition workforce, specifically the contracting workforce, is primarily tasked 

with seeking the best value for the taxpayer while “maintaining the public’s trust and 

fulfilling the public policy objectives” (Federal Acquisition Regulation [FAR] 1.102).  Since 

1998, there has been an exponential increase in procurement budget authority, while the 

defense acquisition workforce, to include contracting personnel, has been steadily 

decreasing, as noted in Figure 1.  With increased spending authority, the acquisition 

workforce has been strained and has suffered, as evidenced by recent acquisition problems 

with MDAPs such as the KC-X program.  The acquisition workforce “consists of the military 

acquisition workforce, career civilian acquisition workforce, and senior political appointees” 

(Gansler, 2011).  Within this government workforce are many different careers or functional 

areas, such as contracting professionals, technical evaluators, pricers, systems engineers, and 

finance and budget professionals. 
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Figure 1.  Budget and Workforce 
(Gansler, 2011) 

2. Contracting Professionals 

The contracting career field is made up of contract specialists, contracting officers, 

and contracting managers, who are usually more experienced contracting officers.  Typically, 

based on experience and occupational certifications such as the Defense Acquisition 

Workforce Improvement Act (DAWIA, 1990), at the bottom are contract specialists or the 

actual buyers of most products or services.  Following contract specialists are contracting 

officers, or the actual signing and obligating authority for any contract entered into by the 

government.  At the top of this hierarchy are the contracting managers, who organize, 

manage, and lead the contracting effort for products and services.  Contracting professionals 

are a group of highly educated and trained knowledge experts employed within the federal 

government as part of a team working on complex acquisitions such as MDAPs and MAISs.  

The career field is most commonly known for its contracting officers, who hold the important 
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role as the sole obligators, or spenders, of federal dollars.  Contracting officers have the 

“authority to enter into, administer, and/or terminate contracts and make related 

determinations and findings.  The term includes certain authorized representatives of the 

contracting officer acting within the limits of their authority as delegated by the contracting 

officer” (FAR 2.101).  Charged with acquiring commodities, services, construction, and 

complex major weapons systems, contracting professionals work with members of the 

acquisition team to ensure that the right product is procured at the right price.   

In order to become a contracting professional within the federal government, a 

prospective employee must meet certain criteria to be hired to a contracting position (see 

Appendix A).  Some of this criteria includes holding a baccalaureate degree (four-year 

degree) in any field of study and having at least 24 semester hours in accounting, law, 

business, finance, contracts, purchasing, economics, industrial management, marketing, 

quantitative methods, or organization and management.  Once hired, contracting 

professionals acquire on-the-job training, and they must also receive occupational 

certification in accordance with the DAWIA, which was signed into law in November 1990.  

The DAWIA requires that the DoD establish education and training standards for its civilian 

and military workforce, to include contracting professionals.  There are three levels of 

DAWIA certification: Level I, Level II, and Level III.  Each level requires more experience 

and training in order to receive certification (see Appendix A for further details).  Even with 

these occupational certifications, the DoD has seen many acquisition mistakes within its 

major weapons systems programs.  Specifically, within the United States Air Force (USAF), 

there has been much attention placed on the KC-X and F-22 acquisition programs, calling the 

Air Force’s acquisition process into major question.   
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3. DoD Acquisition Problems 

The DoD, specifically the Air Force, has suffered a number of embarrassing 

acquisition missteps within the past decade.  The KC-X, in particular, took three acquisition 

attempts to select a winning proposal.  Since the 1990s, the Government Accountability 

Office (GAO; known as the General Accounting Office until July 2004) has designated the 

DoD’s contract management as a high-risk area for fraud, waste, abuse, and mismanagement.  

Along with fraud, waste, abuse, and mismanagement, there have been severe cost overruns, 

schedule delays, and performance shortfalls.  From 1992 to 2009, there have been 31 GAO 

reports and 157 reports from the DoD Inspector General (IG) highlighting shortcomings in 

the acquisition environment (Seifert & Ermoshkin, 2010).  As a result of the many fumbled 

acquisition programs, the DoD procurement system has been cast in the limelight by 

Congress, the media, and the public, placing intense pressure on the DoD to change the ways 

in which it contracts.   

4. DoD Response 

In 2008, Congress enacted the Defense Acquisition Workforce Development Fund 

(DAWDF) to increase the size and skill of the defense acquisition workforce.  This act came 

in response to a growing outcry of criticism from many corners of the government, media, 

and public sectors.  Since the 1990s, the acquisition workforce has been decreasing while the 

workload has been increasing, as previously noted in Figure 1.  For example, “from 1995 to 

2006, acquisition dollars increased by 382 percent, acquisition actions increased by 359 

percent, and the workforce declined by 53 percent” (Gansler, 2011).  Although the Gansler 

Commission reported on Army expeditionary contracting, the report presented a picture of 

the entire DoD contracting workforce—not enough personnel, not enough experience, and 

underemphasized importance as a function.  As a result, Congress passed the DAWDF in 
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2008 to increase the number of acquisition professionals, as well as the skill and retention of 

the current force.  The DAWDF was a step in the right direction, but there are still gaps in 

developing and maintaining the contracting workforce. 

5. Product Knowledge 

Product knowledge is a technical skill that essentially defines what a purchasing 

professional is buying.  It is implied in parts of the FAR, such as Part 10 (Market Research), 

as being important and integral to the acquisition process.  Research, which is discussed in 

Chapter II, has shown that this technical skill is a necessity for purchasing professionals in 

the commercial sector.  In the government sector, it has largely been ignored or not 

recognized at all.  A wise consumer would never purchase a new car without obtaining 

extensive knowledge about the new vehicle and its competitors.  Having adequate job 

knowledge is a necessity for any individual in any career field.  Product knowledge is a 

necessity for acquisition professionals; any lack of product knowledge may negatively affect 

the employee and his or her workplace. 

6. Motivation, Conflict, and Stress 

Motivation, conflict, and stress are three psychological factors commonly found in 

the workplace that can have positive and negative effects on the workplace.  In this research, 

I suggest that a lack of product knowledge may demotivate an employee in the workforce, 

and inversely, a strong knowledge of the product that a person works on may motivate that 

person to do better in the workplace.  If there is a lack of product knowledge, workplace 

conflict with contracting professionals and other personnel from other functional areas may 

increase.  If contracting professionals cannot accurately relate to technical evaluators, 

workplace conflicts are sure to arise.  Finally, a lack of product knowledge may increase 

workplace stress and negatively affect an employee.  This research attempts to link product 
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knowledge to these three psychological factors in order to better understand the impacts that 

product knowledge has on a professional purchasing organization (see Figure 2).  This 

research is based on the premise that product knowledge is a necessity in order to maintain a 

positive and healthy workforce climate.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2.  Product Knowledge Map  
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contracting professionals to obtain this essential knowledge will see adverse effects on 

efficacy, motivation, workplace conflict, and stress.  Having better knowledge of what they 

are contracting for helps personnel make better business decisions and helps motivate 

personnel by providing a meaningful understanding of the mission.  For the purpose of this 

thesis, I use a definition of product knowledge that is not limited to the specific product or 

service but one that encompasses market intelligence, the history of the product and the 

market, market trends, the future of the market, and the future of the product.  I further define 

product knowledge in Chapter II.  Contracting professionals who are better prepared for what 

they are working on can only serve to find more effective ways to acquire better products or 

services. 

C. RESEARCH QUESTIONS 

All of the DAWIA contracting requirements noted in Appendix A share a common 

theme: They all focus on contracting processes and techniques.  None of these requirements 

mention product knowledge, which is considered a technical skill by academia.  Also absent 

are courses that provide specific training and education as to what exactly a contracting 

professional may be working on.  If a consumer were to decide that he or she wanted to buy a 

television, it would be prudent to do ample market research to learn about televisions before 

purchasing one.  Market research is an important and vital part of the contracting process—

so important that the FAR has given it its own part: FAR Part 10 (Market Research).  

However, this is the shortest section—and, in my opinion, the most misunderstood section— 

of the FAR.  In this thesis, I collected and analyzed data in order to answer the following 

research questions. 
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Research Question 1: Do major system centers provide adequate product knowledge 

to contracting professionals through training, education, or experience? 

Research Question 2: Do major system centers’ contracting professionals feel as 

though they would be more effective members in the procurement process with more 

product knowledge? 

Research Question 3: Does product knowledge have an effect on contracting 

professionals’ motivation? 

Research Question 4: Does product knowledge have an effect on contracting 

professionals’ work-related conflict? 

Research Question 5: Does product knowledge have an effect on contracting 

professionals’ work-related stress? 

D. BENEFITS AND LIMITATIONS 

The intended benefit of this thesis is to create new knowledge on product knowledge 

research within government acquisition organizations.  With further research, future 

education and training opportunities may arise to provide this vital technical skill to not only 

contracting professionals, but also other career fields that are heavily involved in the 

acquisition process.   

This thesis is limited by many factors. First and foremost, it is the first study of its 

kind.  I could not find any prior research that evaluated product knowledge among 

contracting professionals—or among any other functional area, for that matter.  Another 

important limitation is the scope of the data collection that I used in this research.  In this 

thesis, I examined contracting professionals at only three major systems centers for the Air 

Force.  At these three centers, contracting professionals primarily focus on MDAPs and 
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MAISs for the Air Force, but not for other military Services.  I did not examine other areas of 

contracting, such as operational-level support contracting squadrons, expeditionary 

contracting, or enterprise-level contracting within the Air Force.  I also did not examine 

contracting professionals from other military departments that work on vastly different 

products from their Air Force counterparts.  Finally, I examined only three areas of 

organizational behavior to draw links between product knowledge and the effects it has on an 

organization.  There are many more areas that a human behaviorist can study in order to draw 

links between product knowledge and its effect on the workplace environment. 

E. SCOPE AND ORGANIZATION 

In this thesis, I looked at three major weapon systems centers: the Space and Missile 

Systems Center (SMC) at Los Angeles Air Force Base (AFB), CA; the Air Force Life-Cycle 

Management Center (AFLCMC) at Wright–Patterson AFB, OH; and the Air Force Life-

Cycle Management Center at Hanscom AFB, MA.  Within these three major centers, I 

administered a 60-question survey to all contracting professionals, warranted and 

unwarranted, military and civilian, within each center.  I administered the surveys via 

electronic mail with a web address link to Survey Monkey.  The surveys were administered 

on a voluntary basis; participation was not required.   

F. METHODOLOGY 

In this thesis, I first examine needed areas of acquisition improvement within the 

DoD and the Air Force.  There are many GAO and DoDIG reports that call for renewed 

reform for acquisition improvements within the DoD and the Air Force.  Second, I further 

develop the definition of product knowledge and then examine the importance of product 

knowledge as an identifiable skill for acquisition professionals.  Third, I draw a link between 
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product knowledge and the effect it has on the organization through the constructs of 

motivation, workplace conflict, and workplace stress.  I then examine ways in which the 

DoD and the Air Force provide product knowledge to their acquisition workforce through 

experience, training, and education.  Following that examination, I examine contracting 

professional workforce training.  Finally, I use the results of the survey administered to 

contracting professionals at three major systems centers to see if any level of product 

knowledge has an effect on the workplace within the constructs of motivation, workplace 

conflict, and workplace-related stress.  

G. SUMMARY 

In this chapter, I introduced DoD spending and how obligations have increased while 

the number of acquisition professionals has decreased since the 1990s.  I then introduced 

contracting professionals as a vital part of the acquisition team and the acquisition process.  

Contracting professionals are a group of highly trained acquisition professionals that are 

necessary for any acquisition effort.  I then introduced acquisition problems within the DoD 

and the DoD’s response in order to improve upon these identified shortcomings.  I introduced 

the concept of product knowledge as a technical skill that is a basis for any contracting or 

purchasing professional.  I also introduced the psychological constructs of motivation, 

conflict, and stress and how they can affect the organization.  I then introduced the 

model/theory of how product knowledge can be linked to motivation, conflict, and stress and 

how these psychological constructs may affect the organization positively or negatively.  I 

introduced the underlining purpose of this research and framed that purpose in order to 

identify ways to improve the effectiveness of contracting professionals within an acquisition 

workplace.  I then proposed research questions in order to provide areas to explore and offer 
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data supporting the Product Knowledge Map.  Finally, I introduced benefits and limitations, 

scope and organization, and the thesis methodology to wrap up the chapter.  In the next 

chapter, I introduce academic research that I conducted in order to frame and support this 

concept of product knowledge and to introduce the psychological constructs and their effect 

on an organization.   
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II. LITERATURE REVIEW 

A. INTRODUCTION 

Over the past few decades, purchasing and contracting within the federal government 

have been constantly evolving from an operational level to a more strategic level.  The 

government has established new rules to modernize its procurement practices and new 

requirements to make its contracting corps a more professional workforce.  Federal acts and 

DoD initiatives, such as the Federal Acquisition Streamlining Act (FASA) of 1994 and the 

more recent Ashton Carter Better Buying Power memorandum of 2010, are demonstrated 

efforts to help improve the workforce and the acquisition processes and techniques within the 

DoD.   

Within the Air Force, commodity councils have been formed to leverage buying 

power for critical commodities that the Air Force consumes in large quantities.  From 

furniture to information technology equipment, the Air Force is using more and more 

commercial practices in order to save money and extend Air Force buying power.  Because 

of improving technologies, the DoD and the Air Force have been collecting mass amounts of 

data, such as data collected on the Federal Procurement Data System–Next Generation 

(FPDS–NG), to create spend analysis and to determine where the most money is being spent.  

With this new knowledge, the DoD and Air Force (2010) have been targeting areas to extend 

their buying power through strategic sourcing and other supply-chain management 

techniques.  The Air Force has defined strategic sourcing as “the collaborative and structured 

process of critically analyzing an organization’s spending and using this information to make 

business decisions about acquiring commodities and services more effectively and 

efficiently” (Air Force, 2010, p. 2).  Integral to these techniques are the people who find 
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these new areas for improvement and determine which strategies to develop and implement.  

In order for these employees to create these strategies, a certain skill set is needed, including 

the ability to recognize needs and to develop strategies.  Because contracting personnel are 

primarily charged with spending taxpayer dollars, they should have a certain set of education 

and skills necessary to carry out their duties effectively.  These skills include knowledge of 

purchasing and contracting processes, along with technical knowledge such as product 

knowledge.  Currently, the Defense Acquisition University (DAU) only provides training on 

purchasing and contracting processes.  There is a notable absence of any product-related 

training from the DAU.   

B. WHAT IS PRODUCT KNOWLEDGE? 

The purchasing function in the commercial sector within the past decade has “quickly 

developed from an operational towards a tactical/strategical profession” (Axelsson, 

Bouwmans, Rozemeijer, & Wynstra, 2005, p. 136).  Driven by more available information, 

and more knowledge, the purchasing function within commercial organizations is rapidly 

evolving into the supply management profession.  Within that function, a certain set of skills 

is necessary in order for any purchasing/supply management professional to successfully 

carry out the duties of his or her job. 

 In 1995, Kenneth Killen and John Kamauff identified what they thought were the 

necessary skills in order to be a successful buyer and purchasing manager.  These skills were 

grouped into four general areas: product knowledge, principles of purchasing and 

management, personal attributes, and interpersonal skills, with product knowledge being 

categorized as a technical skill.  For Killen and Kamauff (1995), product knowledge required 

that a buyer be knowledgeable about the product or materials, prices, major sources, quality 
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issues, and customer requirements.  Product knowledge is a simple concept, yet one difficult 

to define due to the wide variety of products and services that a buying organization contracts 

for.   

For the purpose of this paper, I define product knowledge as the knowledge of the 

product or materials, market pricing, major sources, and industry with which the 

product/service is associated.  This broad definition allows for a holistic view of a product or 

service, which is necessary for a wide array of purchasing activities. 

C. PRODUCT KNOWLEDGE: A NECESSARY SKILL 

Product knowledge is a necessary skill for any purchasing professional.  It has 

consistently been noted in books and scholarly articles such as Killen and Kamauff’s (1995) 

Managing Purchasing: Making the Supply Team Work, and it is logical that any professional 

involved with procurement have this fundamental skill.  It seems so obvious that purchasing 

professionals have knowledge about the products they acquire, yet within the government 

procurement world, product knowledge is never focused on or defined in training or 

education.  The most closely associated government-recognized term with the concept of 

product knowledge is market research, which is alluded to in the smallest section of the FAR.  

Because it is such an obvious necessity for an acquisition, it is often overlooked and can 

result in procurement professionals acquiring products or services that they know nothing 

about.  If a buyer purchases supplies or services without adequate product knowledge, then 

the organization may not obtain the requirement as needed.  That is why it is imperative that 

the contracting agency do proper market research and have the product knowledge necessary 

to have a successful acquisition.  
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Many scholarly sources, such as Killen and Kamauff (1995), indicate that product 

knowledge is a necessity within any buying organization.  These sources, time and time 

again, constantly note that product knowledge, a technical skill, is a requisite for any buying 

organization.  If that fundamental skill is absent within a purchasing organization, then the 

acquisition process will suffer.   

1. Procurement Knowledge and Product Knowledge 

 Axelsson et al. (2005) identified general procurement knowledge as a necessary skill 

in order for purchasing professionals to successfully carry out their duties in the acquisition 

environment.  For their purpose, they defined knowledge as “the ability of a person to 

perform a task by connecting data (external sources) with their own information, experience 

and attitude” (Axelsson et al., 2005, p. 137).  Going further, they defined knowledge as a 

function of information, experience, skills, and attitude, resulting in a formula of K = f(I * 

ESA).  To increase knowledge, a purchasing professional simply has to increase any one of 

these areas, with an increase of experience, skill, and attitude resulting in a greater increase in 

knowledge than a sole increase in information.  Any one of these elements is an important 

factor in creating knowledge, but knowledge cannot be confined to this simple formula 

because it is “dynamic, content specific, and is humanistic” (Axelsson et al., 2005, p. 138).  

Not all information results in new knowledge, nor do all new experiences, skills, and 

attitudes.  Old information does not result in new and useful knowledge, nor does 

information that is not relevant.   

 Axelsson et al. (2005) identified six knowledge domains as areas that purchasing 

professionals need to monitor and develop: organizational knowledge, professional 

knowledge, supply market knowledge, supplier knowledge, customer knowledge, and 

product knowledge.  Some of these domains, other than product knowledge, could be 
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considered a part of product knowledge when applied to my definition.  When Axelsson et al. 

(2005) addressed product knowledge, they made an important observation that product 

knowledge is necessary in order for purchasing professionals to participate in cross-

functional teams for complex products or services, and “to be able to offer the customer the 

best product” (p. 141).  Axelsson et al. (2005) also noted that product knowledge is an 

obvious need because the task of the purchasing professional is to buy products and services.  

They conducted research at the purchasing areas of many large Dutch corporations, which 

indicated that knowledge (including product knowledge, one of the six domains) was 

important to both purchasing managers and buyers. 

2. Procurement Skills and Product Knowledge 

In 1995, Killen and Kamauff published a book titled Managing Purchasing: Making 

the Supply Team Work, in which they explored in detail what skills a purchasing professional 

needs to be successful within an organization.  Killen and Kamauff (1995) described the 

necessary characteristics of a good buyer and then the required characteristics for a good 

purchasing manager.  For a good buyer, an individual must possess (1) product knowledge, 

(2) principles of purchasing and management, (3) personal attributes, and (4) interpersonal 

skills (see Figure 3).  A purchasing manager must possess (1) technical knowledge, (2) 

analytical ability, (3) interpersonal skills, and (4) managerial skills (see Figure 4). 
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Figure 3.  Buyer Characteristics 
(Killen & Kamauff, 1995) 
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Figure 4.  Purchasing Manager Characteristics 
(Killen & Kamauff, 1995) 
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 Giunipero and Pearcy (2000), along with many other authors, quickly identified that 

the purchasing function within commercial organizations was rapidly evolving into a very 

strategic role.  Because of this change, they believed it is necessary that commercial 

organizations provide their purchasing professionals “with the skills and abilities necessary 

to maximize the purchasing function’s contribution to the goals of the organization” 

(Giunipero & Pearcy, 2000, p. 4).  In order to identify what skills are necessary, Giunipero 

and Pearcy (2000) issued a survey to 136 purchasing professionals requesting them to rank 

30 different skills on a Likert scale, where 1 equaled not important and 5 equaled very 

important.  Giunipero and Pearcy (2000) categorized the 30 skills into seven different areas: 

strategic skills, process management skills, team skills, decision-making skills, behavioral 

skills, negotiation skills, and quantitative skills.  Out of the 30 skills, based upon my 

definition, product knowledge would most closely associate with supply base research, a 

strategic skill, and technical and blueprint reading, a quantitative skill.  Giunipero and 

Pearcy’s (2000) results showed that these three skills (supply base research, technical 

reading, and blueprint reading) did not rank very high as world-class purchasing skills.  

Although technical and blueprint reading skills are needed, to an extent, the results of 

Giunipero and Pearcy’s (2000) research indicated that “in some environments the ability to 

read blueprints is an important skill, blueprint reading and specification development are 

skills more typically related to engineering and technical personnel” (p. 9).  Giunipero and 

Pearcy (2000) did note, however, that technical proficiency, the category product knowledge 

falls under, is necessary in order to understand and use relevant technical information to 

communicate with engineers and suppliers.  Regardless of the results of the survey, they 

thought that without a strong technical knowledge, “the purchaser is ill-equipped to challenge 
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specifications and statements of work” (Giunipero & Pearcy, 2000, p. 9).  Product knowledge 

has been recognized as a vital skill for a purchasing professional, but in order for an 

organization to be successful, it must properly motivate an individual to obtain and use this 

vital skill in the appropriate manner.       

3. Motivating the Purchasing Professional 

 Pagell, Das, Curkovic, and Easton’s (1996) study on the motivating factors for 

purchasing professionals focused not on procurement skills needed to make a transformation 

from the tactical purchasing function to a strategic-level supply management but on how a 

firm motivates its employees to gain and use these new procurement skills.  Pagell et al.’s 

(1996) proposed solution was to have adequate compensation and performance measurement 

systems.  But in order for any firm to motivate any of its employees, it must provide the 

requisite skill set in order for its employees to carry out their jobs properly. 

 Pagell et al. (1996) found that there are three main skill sets that are important to the 

sourcing function, as adapted from researchers Kolchin and Giunipero (1993): business 

skills, interpersonal skills, and technical skills.  Under technical skills, Pagell et al. (1996) 

noted that product knowledge, among other areas, was a necessary skill in order for 

purchasing professionals to make the transition from tactical purchasing to strategic supply 

management.  In their study, Pagell et al. (1996) noted, however, that knowing what type of 

skills an organization will need is just the first step in getting employees to actually use those 

skills. Motivating employees largely remains unsolved.  They suggested that having 

compensation and performance measurement systems that are properly designed could 

positively motivate purchasing professionals.   

 To conduct their research on motivating purchasing professionals, Pagell et al. (1996) 

created a model to link compensation and measurement to motivation (see Figure 5).  They 
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tested this model by interviewing 14 purchasing managers at Michigan firms, seeking 

validation and opinions about the model.  They found that (1) the skill sets identified by 

Kolchin and Giunipero (1993) are very similar to the skill sets valued by the purchasing 

managers surveyed for this study; (2) firms want to see better cost control, which would lead 

to positive rewards; (3) some firms see all of the proposed linkages as very important; and (4) 

firms that tend to view one linkage as important or unimportant tend to view all the linkages 

the same way.  Pagell et al. (1996) drew the following conclusion:   

Having skills and using them are very different things.  The company that 
wants its purchasing professionals to perform at the highest level must provide 
an atmosphere that motivates them to acquire and use the appropriate skills.  
Two key elements in motivating purchasing professionals to use the skills 
they have and to acquire new skills are the compensation program and 
performance measurement system. (p. 34)  
 

A good company will have a solid combination of compensation programs and performance 

measuring systems.  Employees can then maximize the use of purchasing skills and obtain a 

drive to acquire additional skills to improve the job that they perform. 
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Figure 5.  Interaction Between Compensation and Measurement  
(Pagell et al., 1996) 

4. Air Force Procurement Workforce Transformation 

The RAND Corporation’s Project Air Force was contracted by the Air Force to help 

support “the U.S. Air Force’s efforts to change the way it purchases goods and services to 

improve performance and reduce costs” (RAND Corporation, Project Air Force, 2004, p. iii).  

The report, Air Force Procurement Workforce Transformation, focused on Air Force 

Commodity Council development and implementation (RAND Corporation, Project Air 

Force, 2004).  Part of RAND’s (2004) research was to identify skills that are necessary for 

contracting officers to be successful when placed on commodity councils.  On a commercial-

sector commodity council, there is a wide range of members that bring different skills to the 

council.  In the report, RAND (2004) found that there are six general skills, along with more 

specific traits to those skills, that are needed for a government commodity council: computer-

related skills, teaming and other interpersonal skills, business skills, core purchasing and 

supply management skills, analytical and technical skills, and contracting skills.  Within core 
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purchasing and supply management skills, RAND (2004) found that commodity council 

members need to have a good supply base awareness, product forecasting skills, knowledge 

of the industry and business conditions—needed to construct strategies and conduct 

negotiations—and value analysis.  RAND (2004) collected these skills using literature; 

commercial-sector interviews with SmithKline Beecham, Harley-Davidson, and United 

Technologies Corporation; and feedback sought from the Air Force’s very first commodity 

council for information technology.   

D. PRODUCT KNOWLEDGE AND JOB PERFORMANCE 

 As noted by Killen and Kamauff (1995), product knowledge is a job skill that is 

necessary for the purchasing professional to make purchasing decisions but is also useful for 

cross-functional teams (such as source selection teams) on more complex acquisitions.  

Without product knowledge, complex acquisitions may create more difficulties for 

purchasing professionals to evaluate potential suppliers, assess proposals, make sourcing 

decisions, provide constructive feedback to cross-functional teams, understand markets and 

industries, and work effectively with other functional areas within their organizations.  If 

product knowledge is a necessary requisite for purchasing professionals, then any lack of 

product knowledge may create organizational problems, such as escalating workplace 

conflict, increasing levels of stress, diminishing feelings of self-efficacy and worker 

resilience, and difficulty motivating purchasing professionals. 

1. Behavioral Constructs Under Examination 

 Researchers Fred Luthans and Carolyn Youssef (2004) said that “there is growing 

evidence that human resources are crucial to organizational success, and may offer the best 

return on investment for sustainable competitive advantage” (p. 143).  This statement is very 
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true in today’s government and business organizations.  Many funds have been used to 

research and develop human resources so that humans, as resources, are a more effective 

component of an organization.  For the purpose of this research, I examined psychological 

capital, occupational stress, and workplace conflict.  I chose these three constructs to 

determine how organizations are affected by job proficiency among employees as well as the 

effects these traits have on the organization with higher or lower levels of proficiencies.  

Specifically, I intended to examine how psychological capital, occupational stress, and 

workplace conflict, when tied to product knowledge, have an effect on an organization’s 

performance.   

Psychological capital is similar to motivation and, for this purpose, consists of four 

components: self-efficacy, hope, optimism, and resiliency.  Efficacy is defined as “one’s 

conviction (or confidence) about his or her abilities to mobilize the motivation, cognitive 

resources, and courses of action needed to successfully execute a specific task within a given 

context” (Stajkovic & Luthans, 1998, p. 66).  Hope is defined as “a positive motivational 

state that is based on an interactively derived sense of successful (a) agency (goal-directed 

energy) and (b) pathways” (Snyder, Irving, & Anderson, 1991, p. 287).  Optimism is both a 

positively oriented future expectation (Carver & Scheier, 2002) and an attributional style that 

interprets specific positive events through personal, permanent, and pervasive causes, and 

negative events through external, temporary, and situation-specific ones (Seligman, 1998).  

Resiliency is “the capacity to rebound or bounce back from adversity, conflict, failure, or 

even positive events, progress, and increased responsibility” (Luthans, 2002b, p. 702).  

Workplace stress, or occupational stress, is closely related and linked to workplace 

conflict, but there is a distinction.  Occupational stress is simply stress that occurs as the 
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direct result of work conditions.  Spector (2002) showed that occupational stress “has been 

recognized as a major health issues for modern work organizations” (Spector, 2002, p. 134).  

Occupational stress has been linked with heart disease, headaches, stomach distress, and 

other very real medical problems.  Workplace conditions have been closely correlated with 

occupational stress, demonstrating that a positive workplace condition is necessary to 

eliminate high levels of occupational stress.  There are a number of workplace factors, called 

job stressors, that are attributed to stress.  Obviously, the more intense and frequent the job 

stressor, the more stressful the job.  Occupational stress is often recognized as “one of the 

most significant workplace health hazards for employees in the United States and other 

developed countries” (Spector, 2002, p. 134).  Therefore, it is important that a link be drawn 

between product knowledge and occupational stress, and their effect on the workplace.   

Workplace conflict is interpersonal conflict that occurs at work.  It is seen as 

inevitable and a natural part of the workplace, occurring when there are “perceived 

incompatibilities between parties in their views, wishes, and desires that impact group 

outcomes” (Ayoko, Callan, & Hartel, 2003, p. 2).  In the workplace, relationship and task 

conflicts are common.  Relationship conflict is “associated with disagreements due to high 

levels of frustration and personal clashes,” and task conflict can be defined as the “awareness 

that there are disagreements about the actual tasks being performed in the group” (Ayoko et 

al., 2003, p. 2).  Each type of conflict affects the workplace in different ways, but many 

researchers see relationship conflict as the most damaging.  In this research, I examined the 

link between product knowledge and task conflict, and their effect on the workplace. 

2. Psychological Capital and Positive Organizational Behavior  

Many researchers of organizational behavior have studied the concept of 

psychological capital (PsyCap) and positive organizational behavior.  The concept of positive 
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organizational behavior (POB) was introduced in 2003 (Luthans, 2002a, 2002b; Wright, 

2003) as a way to focus on bringing positive psychology (Seligman & Csikszentmihalyi, 

2000) to the workplace (Luthans & Avolio, 2009).  POB is defined as “the study and 

application of positively oriented human resource strengths and psychological capacities that 

can be measured, developed, and effectively managed for performance improvement” 

(Luthans, 2002a, p. 59).  POB has been closely linked and is relevant to PsyCap; POB was 

introduced in order to bring positive psychology into the workplace.  PsyCap is an 

individual’s positive psychological state of development that is characterized by (1) having 

confidence (self-efficacy) to take on and put in the necessary effort to succeed at challenging 

tasks; (2) making a positive attribution (optimism) about succeeding now and in the future; 

(3) persevering toward goals and, when necessary, redirecting paths to goals (hope) in order 

to succeed; and (4) when beset by problems and adversity, sustaining and bouncing back and 

even beyond (resilience) to attain success (Luthans & Youssef, 2004, p. 3).  These four 

constructs together form the basic definition of psychological capital.   

The advantage with PsyCap is that it has been conceptualized, measured, and 

developed.  It can be easily measured within an organization through simple surveys using 

common Likert scales. One attempt to measure PsyCap and its effect on POB was completed 

in 2009 by James Avey, Fred Luthans, and Carolyn Youssef. Avey et al. (2009) made an 

empirical analysis to support the untested theory that it is important to have positive 

employees.  In their research, Avey et al. (2009) theorized that (1) PsyCap will be negatively 

related to organizational cynicism, (2) PsyCap will be negatively related to intentions to quit 

the organization, and (3) PsyCap will be positively related to Organizational Citizenship 

Behaviors (OCBs; i.e., desirable contextual performance indicators).  Desirable OCBs 
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include individual-oriented OCBs and organizational-oriented OCBs.  An example of an 

individual-oriented OCB would be an employee going out of his or her way to mentor and 

train a new employee or to stay late to help a co-worker complete a task with no benefit to 

himself or herself.  An example of an organizational-oriented OCB would be participating in 

a volunteer community event that brings awareness to the employer.  The fourth hypothesis 

is that PsyCap will be negatively related to counterproductive work behaviors (CWBs).   

In their study, Avey et al. (2009) used a sample of 336 employees from a wide cross 

section of organizations and jobs who agreed to participate in a large Midwestern university-

sponsored research project on leadership and motivation (Avey et al., 2009, p. 443).  The 

researchers used a recently developed 24-item PsyCap questionnaire (PCQ), with questions 

such as “I feel confident helping to set targets/goals in my work area” (self-efficacy); “Right 

now, I see myself as being pretty successful at work” (hope); “If I should find myself in a 

jam at work, I could think of many ways to get out of it” (hope pathways); “When I have a 

setback at work, I have trouble recovering from it, moving on” (reverse scored resiliency); 

and “I always look on the bright side of things regarding my job” (optimism).  The 

questionnaire demonstrated adequate internal reliability (Avey et al., 2009, p. 444).  

The purpose of Avey et al.’s (2009) study was to “test the relationship of the newly 

emerging positive core construct of PsyCap within an overarching theoretical framework” (p. 

446).  That framework consisted of contextual factors related to POB.  All four of their 

hypotheses were found to be substantiated with their results.  In accordance with their first 

hypothesis, they found that PsyCap was negatively related to organizational cynicism.  Based 

on those results, they theorized that “those higher in PsyCap will be more supportive of 

organizational change, more flexible in the change process, and adapt to change better than 
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those lower in PsyCap” (Avey et al., 2009, p. 446).  In accordance with their second 

hypothesis, they found that PsyCap was negatively related to the intention to quit.  Based on 

their findings, they suggested that in order to help reduce employee turnover, organizations 

should try to develop higher levels of PsyCap.  In accordance with their third hypothesis, 

they found that PsyCap was positively related to OCBs, “suggesting that those higher in 

PsyCap are more likely to engage in highly desirable extrarole behaviors” (Avey et al., 2009, 

p. 448), which are extremely beneficial in an organization (Lee & Allen, 2002).  Finally, in 

accordance with the fourth hypothesis, they found that those with higher PsyCap engaged in 

fewer CWBs, validating the final hypothesis. 

As a result of their findings, Avey et al. (2009) found that an organization with high 

PsyCap can expect employees who are less cynical, exhibit fewer CWBs, are good 

organizational citizens, and intend to remain in the organization for the foreseeable future.  

Moreover, other scholars have indicated additional benefits associated with psychological 

capital including increased career competencies, job performance, and well-being (DiRenzo 

& Greenhaus, 2011; Luthans, Avolio, & Avey, 2007). These findings are desirable for any 

organization, large or small, in order to maintain a healthy work environment.  For these 

reasons, product knowledge can enhance motivation, or overall PsyCap in an organization, 

leading to increased organizational performance.    

3. Occupational Stress 

Occupational stress has been recognized as a major health issue for modern work 

organizations (Spector, 2002).  Human behaviorists and experts in other fields of research 

study it intensively.  Although high levels of occupational stress affect the employee 

population, Spector (2002) explained other harmful effects of occupational stress.  By itself, 

occupational stress 
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costs American businesses more than $150 billion per year because of 
absence, lost productivity, and health risks.  Furthermore, occupational stress 
seems to be endemic to the modern workplace, as national surveys have 
shown that a large proportion of workers report feeling highly stressed at 
work. (Spector, 2002, p. 133)   
 

Stressors can be broken down further into chronic and acute job stressors.  Chronic 

stressors are “chronic because they are thought constant for an employee” (Beehr, Jex, Stacy, 

& Murray, 2000, p. 5), while acute stressors are short-term.  An example of a chronic 

stressor would be a constant, heavy workload, while an example of an acute stressor would 

be something quick and dramatic, such as an automobile accident. 

 Research conducted by Beehr et al. (2000) indicated that “stressors that are more job 

specific may have the greatest impact on individual strains and performance” (p. 392).  Part 

of Beehr et al.’s (2000) research examined chronic generic stressors and job-specific 

stressors to help predict both psychological strains and performance.  Examples of 

psychological strains are “anxiety, depression, and frustration” (Jex & Beehr, 1991).  Beehr 

et al. (2000) also hypothesized that “stressors would be related to performance” (p. 393).  

Finally, they also hypothesized that job-specific stressors would be more strongly related to 

psychological strains and performance than generic chronic stressors.   

What Beehr et al. (2000) found is that chronic generic and job-specific stressors were 

highly correlated with psychological strains and performance, meaning that most types of 

stress in the workplace resulted in psychological strain and affected performance.  Their 

second hypothesis received mixed results, with a weaker correlation between stressors and 

performance.  Stressors, however, did have an effect on the number of units that salespeople 

sold.  The final hypothesis also received mixed support, indicating that “occupation-specific 
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stressors would be more strongly related to the outcomes than generic stressors would” 

(Beehr et al., 2000).   

 Beehr et al.’s (2000) research indicated that there may be a positive relationship 

between a lack of product knowledge and chronic occupational stress, resulting in 

psychological strain and negative performance.  Without adequate product knowledge, 

employees at different systems centers could have higher levels of anxiety, depression, and 

frustration with their day-to-day functions, resulting in lost productivity at the three different 

centers. 

 Spector (2002) researched the amount of control that employees have and the amount 

of occupational stress that the level of control results in.  For an employee, “control can be 

over any aspect of work, including location, scheduling, and how tasks are done” (Spector, 

2002, p. 134).  Spector tested many facets of control, from a fast-paced assembly line to an 

at-your-own-pace job that high-level management is often given.  Using a control-stress 

model, Spector theorized that perceptions of control can be linked to several different kinds 

of strain (see Figure 6). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6.  Control Model of Occupational Stress 
(Spector, 2002) 
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Employees experience and perceive conditions and events, most of which are 
typically benign and paid little attention.  Certain events, however, are 
perceived and interpreted as somehow threatening to physical as 
psychological well-being—these are the perceived job stressors.  The stressors 
result in negative emotional reactions, perhaps most commonly anger or 
anxiety.  These emotions then lead to strains, both behaviors and physical 
conditions associated with stress. (Spector, 2002)   
 

Although Spector did not conduct his own research, he did note that there was plenty 

of other evidence that supported his theory on perceived control and its effect on 

occupational stress.   

One of the most influential job-stress theories is Karasek’s (1979) job demand-control 

model, in which Karasek theorized that the range of control over one’s environmental 

situation is a crucial dimension in determining health on the one hand and active 

behavior/learning on the other (Karasek et al., 1998).  Jobs that have high strain and low 

control can affect workers’ health, while jobs with high strain and high control allow the 

worker to determine when to deal with current and new encounters.  Much empirical 

evidence has shown that a combination of high job demands and low job control is an 

important predictor for psychological strain and illness (Jonge, Dollard, Dormann, Le Blanc, 

& Houtman, 2000).  For these reasons, if there are higher levels of occupational stress due to 

a lack of product knowledge in an organization, organizational performance can suffer.  

4. Workplace Conflict 

 Workplace conflict is interpersonal conflict that occurs at the workplace.  Within that 

definition, there are two major types of interpersonal workplace conflict: relationship and 

task conflict (Jehn, 1995).  Relationship conflict, also called emotional conflict, is associated 

with disagreements due to high levels of frustration and personal clashes (Ross, 1989).  

These destructive clashes limit group cohesion and efficiency (Pelled, 1996).  Task conflict is 
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the awareness that there are disagreements about the actual tasks being performed in the 

group (Jehn, 1997).  Research has shown that relationship conflict has negative consequences 

on group success (Jehn, 1997) and that task conflict can have a positive effect on group 

outcomes because it allows members to ask questions and challenge assumptions, and it 

promotes innovative thinking and creativity (Amason & Schweiger, 1994; Deutsch, 1969; 

Tjsovold, 1991).  Results from a study conducted by Ayoko et al. (2003) indicated that 

conflict is triggered by interpersonal and task-related problems, which in turn trigger poor 

group outcomes, such as absenteeism and emotions of anger and frustration.  The effect on 

the workplace employees varies with respect to the length of the conflict.  Ayoko et al. 

(2003) found that conflict that is intensive can have negative repercussions on future 

interactions in the group while conflict that is prolonged can be inefficient with regard to 

employees’ time and efforts when working together in a group.  Workplace conflict is 

typically associated with adverse effects, and actionable steps are taken to diminish, avoid, or 

defer the conflict.  Conflict resolution is the most common way to address adverse conflict, 

but for the purpose of this paper, I do not address adverse workplace conflict or conflict 

resolution. 

 We have already seen earlier in the chapter that the literature has shown that 

purchasing professionals need to have adequate product knowledge in order to be successful 

in their field.  Well-trained purchasing professionals must have positive PsyCap, low levels 

of occupational stress, and minimal workplace conflict in order to have a healthy workplace.  

Although there are many ways to have these desirable constructs, one critical way is to 

ensure that the employees within an organization have the proper training and education to 

carry out the duties of their jobs.  FAR 1.603-2, states that in order to be a contracting officer 
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(CO), an agency head “shall consider the complexity and dollar value of the acquisitions to 

be assigned and the candidate’s experience, training, education, business acumen, judgment, 

character, and reputation.”  Not all contracting professionals will have the opportunity to 

become a warranted contracting officer, but to become a contracting officer, it is required 

that certain sets of skills be present.  For these reasons, if there are higher levels of workplace 

conflict due to a lack of product knowledge in an organization, organizational performance 

can suffer.   

E. GOVERNMENT CONTRACTING OFFICER SKILLS AND EXPECTATIONS 

A contracting officer is an employee within a government organization that “has the 

authority to enter into, administer, or terminate contracts and make related determinations 

and findings. Contracting officers may bind the Government only to the extent of the 

authority delegated to them” (FAR 1.603-1).  As noted in FAR 1.603-2, contracting officers 

will be appointed based on a certain set of skills, business acumen, character, and reputation.  

Business acumen is defined as “the knowledge and understanding of the financial, 

accounting, marketing and operational functions of an organization and the ability to make 

good judgments and quick decisions” (“Business Acumen,” 2012; “Acumen,” 2012). With 

that definition, business acumen can be broken down into two areas: having the requisite 

knowledge of the business and having the ability to make good, well-founded decisions.  

Having knowledge of the business of procurement includes product knowledge, a logical 

requisite for any purchasing organization.  Therefore, in order to have a successful 

acquisition, there needs to be adequate product knowledge so that the right product or service 

is procured for the right price and at the right time. 
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 In FAR Part 10, the FAR further stipulates the requirement that contracting officers  

have adequate product knowledge.  According to FAR 10.002 (Procedures), the “acquisition 

begins with the description of the Government’s need stated in terms sufficient to allow 

conduct of market research.”  Market research means “collecting and analyzing information 

about capabilities within the market to satisfy agency needs” (FAR 2.101).  Under the section 

What is Product Knowledge? in this thesis, I defined product knowledge as “the knowledge 

of the product or materials, market pricing, the major sources, and the industry with which 

the product/service is associated.”  According to that broad definition, product knowledge is 

similar to market knowledge, but product knowledge is a more specific term because product 

knowledge demands more knowledge of the product or service instead of just a broad sense 

of the market capabilities that market research demands.  If a contracting professional does 

not have any product knowledge about the products for which he or she contracts, how can 

that professional adequately analyze information about market capabilities? 

 In order for an agency to “ensure that legitimate needs are identified and trade-offs 

evaluated to acquire items that meet those needs” (FAR 10.001), adequate product 

knowledge is needed to identify and evaluate potential products or services.  Adequate 

product knowledge, like market research, is needed before developing new acquisition 

documents, soliciting offers for the acquisition, and awarding any type of contract within any 

of the thresholds driven by regulation.  FAR Part 10, or any other section of the FAR, fails to 

define what skills are necessary to conduct adequate market research.  It also fails to 

acknowledge what skills are necessary to carry out successful market research, and product 

knowledge is arguably the most important skill needed for adequate market research. 
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F. SUMMARY 

 In this chapter, I examined the definition of product knowledge; product knowledge 

as a requisite skill in acquisition; the importance of product knowledge in the acquisition 

process and its potential effect on organizational behavior through the constructs of PsyCap, 

occupational stress, and workplace conflict; and the importance of market research in the 

FAR.  Product knowledge is a logical skill for any purchasing professional, but sometimes, 

something so simple and logical is not closely examined and defined.  Concepts as simple as 

product knowledge can be ignored or thrown by the wayside.  Some employees may not 

possess the skill of product knowledge, a requisite for any successful acquisition 

professional.  As a result of not having this fundamental skill, these employees may be found 

to have lower levels of PsyCap, resulting in more cynical employees, higher counterwork 

behaviors, poor organizational citizens, and employees more likely to quit the organization.  

These employees may also have higher amounts of occupational stress and may be more apt 

to fight with coworkers on cross-functional teams because of the lack of adequate training, 

education, or experience, leading to poor performance and unhealthy workers.  The FAR 

(2012) implicitly states that product knowledge is needed in order to conduct adequate 

market research for a requirement.  Because it does not explicitly state what skills are 

necessary to conduct adequate market research, contracting professionals may not conduct 

adequate market research.  Product knowledge is also needed in other contract management 

phases such as procurement planning, source selection (evaluation of proposals), and contract 

administration (managing contractor performance).  Product knowledge can also help 

contracting professionals achieve higher level goals, such as those defined in the former 

Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics (USD[AT&L]) 

Ashton Carter’s (2010) Better Buying Power memorandum.  Better product knowledge could 
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help the acquisition team achieve one initiative in particular, Drive productivity growth 

through Will Cost/Should Cost management.  Having better product knowledge would allow 

the acquisition team to scrutinize every element of program cost better, as well as target cost 

reduction with profit incentives.  It is important to remember that product knowledge is just 

one important skill within the technical skill arena.  There are many other skills needed in 

order to conduct a successful acquisition, but research has shown that product knowledge is 

necessary, and it cannot be ignored any longer when major programs are being downsized or 

eliminated completely. 
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III. METHODOLOGY 

A. INTRODUCTION 

 Although product knowledge can be assessed in a variety of ways, including 

knowledge-based assessments or surveys, personal interviews, or working groups, I used a 

survey-based format because of the number of individuals that I assessed in this research.  It 

is important to have a proper sampling so that the answers are not only statistically 

significant but also relevant to the three contracting centers I researched.  In this research, I 

have determined that product knowledge is a necessity for purchasing professionals and that 

if employees are not provided with the proper skills, then psychological problems such as 

lack of motivation will arise.  In order to evaluate levels of product knowledge, motivation, 

conflict, and stress, I administered a 62-question survey to three centers in order to assess 

how employees felt about their knowledge with regard to their specific job function.  While 

conducting this research, I recognized that contracting professionals at each acquisition 

center work on different projects in different stages in the acquisition process that all require 

varying degrees of product knowledge.  Acquisition professionals work at different stages 

within the Defense Acquisition Management System, such as the Material Solutions Analysis 

phase, the Technology Development phase, and the Production and Deployment phase.  In 

this chapter, I introduce the acquisition centers that I examined, study what the Air Force 

does to train and educate its professional workforce with respect to product knowledge, 

examine what each individual center does, examine the methodology for the administered 

survey, and state the collected results of the survey. 
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B. AIR FORCE CONTRACTING WORKFORCE 

 The Air Force contracting workforce is a highly trained and specialized workforce 

that is responsible for spending taxpayer dollars in a responsible manner to acquire necessary 

supplies and services to meet customer requirements.  In 1990, the DAWIA was signed into 

law, requiring that the DoD establish a process through which persons in the acquisition 

workforce can be recognized as having achieved professional status. Certification is the 

procedure through which a military Service or DoD component determines whether an 

employee meets the education, training, and experience standards required for a career level 

in any acquisition, technology, or logistics career field (DAU, 2012).  Within the acquisition 

workforce, contracting professionals can be found as a subset among pricers, financial 

analysts, and other acquisition-related career fields.  Each specific function within the 

acquisition workforce that is subject to the DAWIA works to obtain one of the three levels of 

certification established by the Act.  When new contracting professionals enter the 

workforce, they immediately begin training in order to receive their Level I certification.  

After receiving their Level I certification, contracting professionals then work towards Level 

II and Level III certification (see Appendix A for certification requirements).  For contracting 

professionals in the acquisition workforce under the Air Force, these three-level certifications 

are the primary means for education and training within the contracting profession.  There 

are annual seminars, presentations, and events that some—not all—contracting professionals 

may attend in order to obtain additional training, education, and experience.  These unique 

opportunities are acute in nature, are not offered Air Force-wide, and are sometimes random 

in nature.  Attending a seminar or meeting for additional training or education to enhance 
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contracting skills may not be logistically or fiscally possible for furthering the entire 

contracting workforce’s proficiency. 

C. PRODUCT KNOWLEDGE TRAINING AT SPACE AND MISSILE SYSTEMS 
CENTER 

The SMC at Los Angeles AFB is one center that I examined in order to assess the 

level of product knowledge, as assessed by individual contracting professionals.  The mission 

and brief history of the SMC is as follows: 

SMC is the birthplace of military space, and center of military space 
acquisition excellence. Our mission is to deliver resilient and affordable space 
capabilities for the nation. We strive to continue to make SMC the most 
respected, reliable center for responsive and affordable acquisition and 
sustainment of space systems. (SMC, 2012) 
 

The SMC was effectively born on July 1, 1952, when Brigadier General Benard 

Schriever founded the Western Development Division at Los Angeles AFB in California.  

The purpose of the Western Development Division was to develop strategic nuclear missiles 

for the nation; the division was soon expanded to include the development, fielding, and 

operation of the nation’s first military satellites and launch vehicles. Beginning with the first 

successful military space launches in the 1950s, rapid progress was made in maturing the 

technology and know-how to develop and operate reliable and effective systems across a 

broad array of mission areas. During this period, the Western Development Division 

underwent multiple reorganizations until it was finally designated in 1992 as the Space and 

Missile Systems Center.  The center spent $8.5 billion with 2,000 contract actions in FY2012 

and employs 319 contracting professionals to support the various space programs, such as the 

Global Positioning System (GPS) Systems Directorate, the Military Satellite 

Communications (MILSATCOM) Systems Directorate, the Space Superiority Systems 
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Directorate, the Missile Defense Systems Division, the Space-Based Infrared Systems 

Directorate, the Defense Weather Systems Directorate, and the Spacelift Range and Network 

System Division. 

Training and education at the SMC not only comes in the form of the three-level 

certification mandated by the DAWIA, but it also comes from its in-house-developed SMC 

University.  A visit to Los Angeles AFB found that in the mid-1990s, the SMC identified a 

systematic lack of knowledge of the mission and the products that all functional areas were 

working on.  As a response, the SMC developed and initiated a week-long course for new 

employees called the Space Enterprise Course and effectively launched SMC University.  

The Space Enterprise Course provides an introduction to the mission and the products that all 

new employees eventually work on.  The course brings in stakeholders such as the National 

Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA), National Reconnaissance Office (NRO), 

National Security Agency (NSA), Boeing, Lockheed Martin, Northrop Grumman, and 

functional areas within the SMC to educate new employees about their individual function 

and how it fits in the SMC mission.  The course also imparts general product knowledge to 

new employees.  The intent of the course is for new employees to understand the entire space 

enterprise.  The course ran from 1995 to 2002, was dropped, and then was brought back in 

2009.  SMC University provides mandatory training to each functional area, such as 

contracting, engineering, financial management, program management, and process 

improvement.  Courses that fall under those areas are also available to employees of other 

functional areas who desire to learn more about the different professions within the SMC.  

Contracting courses include Acquisition Logistics; Contracting Changes Part A: Clauses and 

Policy; Contracting Changes, Part B: Contract Close-Out; FAR Boot Camp; Fiscal Law 
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(Color of Money); Fixed-Price Training; Federal Procurement Data System–Next Generation 

(FPDS–NG) Process; How to Write a PNM, Incentives; Intellectual Property; Negotiation 

Tips; Operational Contracting; Contracting Journeyman’s Conference; Contracting 101; 

Contracting Recurring Review Observations; Pricing; Proposal Evaluations; Source 

Selection/Protests; and Space Logistics Linkage, Missions.  All of these contracting courses 

are available to any SMC employee on a new website that is in its beta format.  Some classes 

are computer based while others are done in-house or by a contractor.   

Product knowledge is not a specific course taught to contracting professionals, but 

after discussion with the director of SMC University, I found that product knowledge training 

can be found in a variety of courses, such as the Space Enterprise course. 

D. AIR FORCE LIFE-CYCLE MANAGEMENT CENTER HANSCOM 

 The Air Force Life-Cycle Management Center (AFLCMC) Hanscom is the second 

major systems center that I examined for the purpose of this report.  AFLCMC  Hanscom is 

one of the five units newly reorganized under the AFLCMC.  The mission of the AFLCMC 

Hanscom is “to deliver affordable and sustainable war-winning capabilities to U.S. and 

international partners—on time, on cost, anywhere, anytime from cradle to grave” 

(AFLCMC Hanscom, 2012).  AFLCMC Hanscom was responsible for obligating $5.4 billion 

in FY2011 and $5.2 billion in FY2012, with 7,160 contract actions in FY2011 and 6,355 

contract actions in FY2012.  AFLCMC Hanscom employs approximately 650 contracting 

professionals and is responsible for working on electronic systems such as the E-3 AWACs 

electronics systems suite, airborne radar jamming capabilities, and major computer network 

operations. 
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E. AIR FORCE LIFE-CYCLE MANAGEMENT CENTER WRIGHT 
PATTERSON 

 The Air Force Life-Cycle Management Center at Wright–Patterson (Wright–Patt) 

AFB is the third major systems center that I examined for the purpose of this report.  

AFLCMC Wright–Patt is one of the five units newly reorganized under the AFLCMC and is 

the host base for the Air Force Material Command (AFMC).  AFLCMC Wright–Patt is a 

major hub for acquisition activities and is commonly known for aircraft procurement such as 

the KC-46 and F-22 weapons platforms.  The mission of the Wright–Patterson AFLCMC is 

to “Acquire and Support War-Winning Capabilities.” AFLCMC Wright–Patt was responsible 

for obligating $71 billion with 24,000 contract actions in FY2011.  AFLCMC Wright–Patt 

employs approximately 850 contracting professionals. 

F. METHODOLOGY 

 I designed a comprehensive survey to assess product knowledge and the effect it has 

on workplace performance for three major Air Force systems procurement offices.  The 

survey was an Internet-based, multiple-choice, generic survey that each of the centers’ 

contracting directorates, or the highest level of contracting professionals at each center, 

administered.  The Institutional Review Board assessed and vetted the survey in order to 

ensure that participants were not adversely affected by the questions in the survey.  The 

survey was issued to approximately 1,400 contracting professionals at Hanscom AFB, 

Wright–Patterson AFB, and Los Angeles AFB to the AFLCMC Hanscom, AFLCMC 

Wright–Patterson, and the SMC.  The respective centers are responsible for a wide array of 

products and services, ranging from communications systems to aircraft and satellite life-

cycle procurement.  Each system that contracting professionals currently work on requires a 
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wide range of professionals, including contracting people, to be successful.  This survey 

assessed only contracting professionals at these three centers. 

G. SURVEY FORMAT AND QUESTIONS 

 The instrument is a 62-question survey with a wide range of questions that assess 

overall contracting experience, education, training, professional certification, product 

knowledge, self-efficacy, hope, optimism, resiliency, occupational stress, and workplace 

conflict.  The questions regarding contracting skills and product knowledge assessment were 

developed by the researcher, while the questions regarding psychological capital, 

occupational stress, and workplace conflict were previously developed and were found using 

various scholarly sources.   

Demographic Questions 

Questions 1 through 9 are basic demographic questions, such as, “Are you currently a 

warranted contracting officer?” or “How long have you been a part of the contracting 

workforce?”  The purpose of these first nine questions was to assess the demographics of the 

total population being examined.  I wanted to see the level of experience at each center, how 

long each individual had been a part of the contracting profession, what level of the DAWIA 

certification each individual had attained, whether individuals were currently warranted 

contracting officers, and what National Contract Management Association (NCMA) 

professional certification they had, if any. 

Product Knowledge Questions 

The next set of questions was designed to assess the level of product knowledge that 

contracting professionals have at each center.  The purpose was to get employees to rank 

their level of product knowledge, not assess their level of knowledge.  The purpose of this 
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survey was not to assess a contracting professional’s level of product knowledge.  To 

properly assess a contracting professional’s level of product knowledge, this survey would 

have been inappropriate.  A more appropriate survey would have been one that assessed the 

technical knowledge of the product or service that the individual was working on.  Due to 

many different programs that contracting professionals work on at each center, this approach 

would not have been practical and would have made it difficult to compare results given the 

total center population size.  Question 10 was the only question in the survey that was not 

multiple choice.  Question 10 asked the participant to briefly identify the product/service that 

he or she contracts for (for example, GPS satellite, F-22, or AWACS systems).  The purpose 

of this question was to build up to the next question, asking the level of complexity of the 

product or service that the previous question asked about.  I acknowledge that some 

programs are easier to work on for a variety of reasons.  A few reasons are the phase of the 

life cycle of the program, the age of the program, and the dollar value spent on the program.  

If a program is near the end of its life cycle and contract closeout is beginning, one could 

reasonably argue that product knowledge is not an essential skill at that phase in the 

acquisition cycle.  If a program is just starting out and is in the technical development stage 

of an MDAP, one would reasonably expect that the program would be in a very technically 

complex stage.  Therefore, when identifying the product or service that a contracting 

professional is working on, it is essential to ask that same individual how complex that 

program is to determine the level of product knowledge needed to perform adequately.   

Psychological Questions 

Beginning with Question 22 in the survey, I attempted to assess the level of 

motivation, occupational stress, and workplace conflict.  I assessed motivation through the 
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PsyCap constraints of self-efficacy, optimism, hope, and resiliency.  These questions were 

modified from the PsyCap Questionnaire (PCQ) developed by the Gallup Leadership 

Institute.  The PCQ is a six-point Likert scale; there are six questions for self-efficacy, six for 

hope, six for resiliency, and six for optimism.  In the next category of questions, starting at 

Question 52 to the end of the survey, I assessed occupational stress and workplace conflict, 

which are often positively correlated.  Although there were fewer questions in this section 

than in the motivation section, I believe that it was sufficient to help properly assess the level 

of occupational stress and workplace conflict.  Examples of questions in this section are 

“Relationships at work are strained,” “There is friction or anger between colleagues,” and 

“My work places a lot of work-related stress and pressure on me to get the job done.”  These 

questions, like the previous PsyCap questions, also used a six-point Likert scale.  (For a full 

list of questions, see Appendix A.) 

H. SURVEY ADMINISTRATION AND POPULATION 

 This survey was administered to contracting professionals at the three major systems 

centers, as previously discussed in Chapter III.  Each center works on vastly different 

products and services, and the population size at each center varies.  The directors of 

contracting—who are senior executive service (SES) government employees—approved the 

surveys, and then the contracting directorate’s office administered the survey.  The survey 

was sent out via electronic mail to all contracting professionals that work in the directorate.  

At the SMC, there are a total of 319 contracting professionals and two geographically 

separated units at Kirtland and Peterson AFB.  At Wright–Patterson AFB, there are a total of 

850 contracting professionals who fall under the office of the directorate of contracting.  The 

contracting directorate’s office sent the survey out via electronic mail.  Finally, at Hanscom 
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AFB, there are a total of 650 contracting professionals that fall under the office of the 

directorate of contracting.  Like Los Angeles AFB and Wright–Patterson AFB, the director 

of contracting’s office sent the survey out via electronic mail.  The total population size I 

assessed is estimated to be around 1,819 contracting professionals 

I. SUMMARY 

 The results of this survey are intended to assess the level of product knowledge that 

individuals feel they have at these centers; to assess their level of motivation, occupational 

stress, and workplace conflict; and to see whether product knowledge affects these three 

psychological factors, ultimately affecting performance at these three organizations.  This 

survey was designed to take 10 minutes and used an easy-to-read-and-answer format. 
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IV. FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS 

A. INTRODUCTION 

 In this chapter, I provide the results of the survey, which helped me answer the 

research questions I proposed in Chapter I of this thesis.  Not every question had to be 

answered in order to complete the survey, so each question had a unique individual response 

rate as respondents could decide to answer or skip over a particular question.  I pulled all of 

the raw data from Survey Monkey and analyzed it in a statistical software package to (1) find 

correlations between questions and (2) pull individual data from each center to compare how 

contracting professionals at each center assessed their level of knowledge and its 

psychological effect on the organization.  The survey questions and answers can be found in 

Appendix C. 

B. DEMOGRAPHICS 

   The first set of questions, as previously noted in Chapter III, addressed 

demographics.  The purpose of these questions was to segment the contracting workforce 

based on type of employment, work experience, type of work, how long the professionals 

had been a part of the contracting workforce, and other related questions. Interestingly, some 

of these demographics had significant correlations, which suggests a positive or negative 

relationship between two questions or variables.  A perfect positive correlation was a 1, while 

a perfect negative correlation was a -1.  I identified all correlations over 0.2 or below -0.2 as 

significant with the potential to yield a relationship. 

Of the respondents, 89% (or 177 out of 198, N=198) who answered Question 2 

responded that they were DoD civilians; 9% (or 18 out of 198) responded that they were 

uniformed Service; and 2% (or 4 out of 198) responded that they were DoD contractors.  
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When examining each center, 19.6% (or 39 out of 198) responded that they worked for the 

SMC at Los Angeles AFB; 54.5% (or 108 out of 198) responded that they were from 

AFLCMC at Wright–Patterson AFB; and 25.7% (or 51 out of 198) responded that they were 

from AFLCMC at Hanscom AFB (see Figure 7).  Of the contracting professionals we 

surveyed, 45.7% had fewer than five years of experience (see Figure 8), and the population 

sample had an almost even split with DAWIA certification (see Figure 9).   

Center Total Surveyed Responses Response Rate 

AFLCMC Hanscom 650 51 7.8% 

AFLCMC WP 850 108 12.7% 

SMC 319 39 12.2% 

Total  1819  198  10.8% 

Figure 7.  Center Response Rate 

 

Figure 8.  Contracting Workforce Experience  

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

40%

45%

50%

Less than 5 years Greater than 5, 
less than 10

Greater than 10, 
less than 15

Greater than 15, 
less than 20

Greater than 20

P
e
rc
e
n
t 
o
f 
R
e
sp
o
n
se
s

Contracting Workforce Experience



=

^Åèìáëáíáçå=oÉëÉ~êÅÜ=mêçÖê~ã=
do^ar^qb=p`elli=lc=_rpfkbpp=C=mr_if`=mlif`v  - 51 -=
k^s^i=mlpqdo^ar^qb=p`elli= =

 

Figure 9.  DAWIA Contracting Certification Level  
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C. PRODUCT KNOWLEDGE 

   Of the respondents, 96.9% indicated that their product/service is at or above average 

in complexity (see Figure 10). 

 

Figure 10.  Product/Service Complexity  
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Any product knowledge that the survey respondents obtained through training came 

implicitly through courses that focused on other topics.  This lack of center-provided training 

is evidenced in Figure 13, which shows the amount of product knowledge training that each 

center provides.  Ninety percent of survey respondents indicated that their center provides 

none to an average amount of product knowledge through training opportunities. 

 

Figure 11.  Level of Individual Product Knowledge 
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Figure 13.  Level of Product Knowledge Training 
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to very high amount of product knowledge through outside sources.  
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Figure 14.  How Product Knowledge Is Obtained 

D. BEHAVIORAL QUESTIONS 

The majority of the questions in this research were related to behavioral traits such as 

self-efficacy, resilience, hope, optimism, stress, and conflict.  The purpose of these questions 

was to see if there was a link between a certain level of product knowledge and its behavioral 

effect on the contracting professional (see Figure 2, Product Knowledge Map).  A majority of 

the data I collected suggests that higher levels of product knowledge are linked to positive 

levels of PsyCap. 

E. PSYCHOLOGICAL CAPITAL  

Product knowledge obtained through work experience and outside work sources 

shows a strong correlation with self-efficacy, hope, resilience, and optimism, all of which are 

PsyCap constructs.  This may suggest that those who are motivated will try to gain product 
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knowledge at work and will use outside resources to learn more about their product or 

service (see Figure 15). 

 Self-Efficacy Hope Resilience Optimism PsyCap Total

Work 

Experience 
.475 .208 .155 .147 .387 

Outside 

Sources 
.388 .344 .268 .232 .428 

Figure 15.  Product Knowledge and PsyCap Correlations 
 
Of all the PsyCap constraints, self-efficacy is most closely associated with motivation.  

Therefore, a more motivated workforce will produce better products and better results.  The 

positive correlations of 0.475 with self-efficacy and work experience, and the 0.388 positive 

correlation with outside sources were the highest correlations out of all the PsyCap 

constraints.  These areas show the most promise if contracting professionals are able to 

obtain additional product knowledge from different sources.  Higher levels of knowledge will 

lead to a more motivated workforce.  These correlations also show that those who obtain a 

majority of their product knowledge from work experiences and outside sources are 

motivated within the total PsyCap realm.  All of these correlations, except one, are 

significant and link product knowledge to PsyCap, which can positively or negatively affect 

the organization’s performance.  

F. STRESS ASSESSMENT 

 As previously noted in Chapter II, occupational stress can have adverse effects on an 

individual and an organization.  Through this survey, I found that there was a significant 

correlation of 0.234 between the level of the technical product complexity and the level of 
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stress, meaning that those who work on more technical products tend to have more work-

related stress.  The data also suggested that those who obtain product knowledge through 

work-related experiences will have less work-related stress, which would positively affect the 

organization.  I obtained the negative correlation of -0.196 and -0.169 through two different 

questions, which tested the respondents on levels of stress and the relationship the stress had 

to the level of product knowledge the respondent indicated.  In the survey, I also found—as 

expected, because of previous research in the PsyCap area—that those individuals with 

higher levels of self-efficacy had lower levels of stress.  The negative correlation of -0.187 

mirrored Fred Luthans’ (2002b) research on the concept of PsyCap.  Warranted contracting 

officers also showed a significant positive correlation between the amount of stress they had 

and the fact that they had a warrant.  This correlation may be due to the higher level of 

authority and responsibility that contracting officers have over contracting specialists. A 

contract specialist does not carry this kind of responsibility.  The correlation of 0.145 

possibly indicates that contracting officers, in general, are more prone to higher levels of 

stress.   

G. WORKPLACE CONFLICT 

 The test for workplace conflict in the survey did not return any data that would 

suggest that a certain level of product knowledge would have any kind of effect on 

workplace conflict.  The survey did find that workplace conflict is positively related to stress 

and is negatively related to hope, resilience, and optimism (see Figure 16).  These results are 

nothing unexpected and are typically seen in surveys where conflict, stress, and PsyCap are 

being tested.  
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 Hope Resilience Optimism Stress 

Stress/ Conflict -.224 -.178 -.368 .303 

 

Figure 16.  Stress and Conflict Correlations 
 

H. ANALYSIS OF FINDINGS 

Those professionals with more experience and a higher DAWIA level certification 

had a significant correlation with higher levels of product knowledge, meaning that a 

contracting professional with more experience and a higher DAWIA certification tends to 

have higher levels of product knowledge.  The correlation between perceived knowledge and 

contracting experience is 0.346, and the correlation between perceived knowledge and 

DAWIA certification is 0.179.  For the 30% who responded as being warranted contracting 

officers, there was a 0.23 correlation between being a contracting officer and the level of 

product knowledge training that the center provides.  This correlation suggests that warranted 

contracting officers have higher levels of product knowledge when compared to non-

warranted contracting professionals.   

The survey results and data showed distinct differences between centers.  This is not 

unexpected because they are three different centers, buying vastly different products and 

services with varying levels of complexity.  When asked the question, “How would you rate 

the level of complexity of the product or service for which you contract?” the SMC 

responded that their products and services were the most technically complex products and 

services to contract, while Hanscom AFLCMC answered that their products and services 

were the least complex of the three centers (see Figure 17). 
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Figure 17.  Perceived Product Complexity by Center 
 

In the next question, I asked the respondents to assess the amount of buying center–

provided product knowledge.  Center-provided product knowledge training could come in a 

form such as training or education opportunities with the product or service itself.  Out of the 

three centers, respondents at the SMC said that their center provided the most product 

knowledge training for the products and services for which they contract (see Figure 18).  As 

previously noted in Chapter III, the DAU does not provide any training that is related to 

product knowledge, and I could find no indication that any specific product knowledge 

training courses are available at any of the three centers.  During my research, I found that 

the in-house training courses at the SMC, such as the Space Enterprise Course, offers not 

only exposure and an understanding of the buying center itself but also an exposure, or 

certain level of product knowledge, that helps contracting professionals raise their level of 

product knowledge.  This course, however, is indicative of the low level of positive 

responses to the center-provided training, because its intent is not focused on product 
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knowledge.  As seen in Figure 18, the bar graph is skewed to the left, with a majority of 

respondents from each center indicating that none to an average amount of training was 

provided by their respective center. 

 

Figure 18.  Perceived Percentage Level of Center-Provided Training 
 
Figures 19 and 20 show the respective levels of product knowledge that the respondents 

gained through work-related experiences as well as the use of outside sources to obtain 

product knowledge.  As previously noted, a majority of product knowledge was obtained 

through work-related experiences and outside sources. 
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Figure 19.  Knowledge Obtained Through Experience (by Percentage) 
 

 

Figure 20.  Knowledge Obtained Through Outside Sources (by Percentage) 
 

The results from these two questions showed that contracting professionals at the 

SMC and AFLCMC Wright–Patterson obtain a majority of their product knowledge from 
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experience (63.2% and 65.1%, respectively) and outside sources (75% and 85.4%, 

respectively). Contracting professionals at AFLCMC Hanscom obtained lower levels of 

product knowledge from outside sources and experience.  At AFLCMC Hanscom, 41.1% of 

product knowledge came from outside sources, and 66.7% from experience, based on my 

examination of average to very high responses.  Product knowledge obtained from outside 

sources was more prevalent at the SMC and AFLCMC Wright–Patterson, with data skewed 

to the right, while at AFLCMC Hanscom, the data indicated that respondents obtain little to 

average amounts of product knowledge from outside sources.  AFLCMC Hanscom’s data 

were skewed to the left. 

I. RECOMMENDATIONS 

DAU Recommendations 

 This research shows that no DAU course for contracting professionals provides any 

level of product knowledge other than acknowledging the importance of market research in 

the acquisition process.  The DAU should recognize the distinct technical skill of product 

knowledge and should explore ways for more training opportunities to provide product 

knowledge to the contracting workforce.  Training opportunities could come in the form of 

Continuous Learning Modules (CLM) and Continuous Learning Credits (CLC), which are 

both distance-learning courses found on a web-based portal. 

Center Recommendations 

Based on the data previously described, each center should (1) consider developing a 

course that is product focused.  These training courses could be beneficial to all workplace 

functional areas, such as finance, engineering, logistics, and other areas that are involved 

with the acquisition process.  Having more product knowledge about the products/services 
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they contract for will provide contracting professionals with more situational awareness and 

result in better buying decisions.  If no specific course for product knowledge is developed, 

then (2) I recommend that existing courses be supplemented with coverage of product 

knowledge.  Finally, centers should leverage contracting professionals that cross-train from 

other functional areas (e.g., logistics, civil engineering, operations, or finance) to contracting.  

These professionals may have specific, technical product-based knowledge and can provide 

valuable insight to the acquisition team from a more broad-based contracting perspective. 

J. SUMMARY 

 The data showed that contracting professionals feel that product knowledge is an 

essential element for contracting duties during the acquisition process.  A majority of the 

contracting professionals felt that they had an adequate amount of knowledge that was 

obtained mostly through experience and outside sources.  Data showed that all three centers, 

for the most part, did not provide product knowledge through training or education 

opportunities.  The data also suggested that a lack of product knowledge would increase 

stress and decrease motivation within the workforce.  Previous research has shown that with 

higher levels of stress, and lower levels of motivation, organizations will suffer negatively.  

In this research, I did not attempt to discover how organizations are affected by certain levels 

of product knowledge.  The next chapter is focused on areas for further research. 
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V. SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND AREAS FOR FURTHER 
RESEARCH 

A. INTRODUCTION 

 This chapter provides answers to the proposed research questions in Chapter I, 

recommendations for the DAU, and areas for further research.  This thesis was not without 

limitations, and further research into the topic of product knowledge is needed in order to 

better understand the implications of this technical skill on government contracting 

organizations.  Extensive research has been conducted in this realm for commercial 

procurement centers, but there is no evidence that it has been extended to public procurement 

centers.  This is also the first type of research conducted to see if a lack of a certain technical 

skill for a job function could have an effect on certain organizational behavioral aspects, such 

as stress and conflict.  Through this research, I did find that product knowledge could have an 

effect on PsyCap constraints and certain types of stress.  I did not find any relation to 

workplace conflict, but this research was limited by the lack of workplace-conflict-related 

questions. 

B. SUMMARY 

In Chapter I, I introduced DoD spending, contracting professionals, DoD acquisition 

problems, and the response by the DoD to the acquisition problems.  I also introduced the 

concept of product knowledge, along with motivation, conflict, and stress.  Chapter I also 

served to introduce the purpose of this research, the research questions, benefits and 

limitations, scope and organization, and the thesis methodology.  The next chapter focused 

on previous literature that talked about product knowledge and the behavioral constraints that 

I examined. 
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In Chapter II, I expanded on the concept of product knowledge and the literature that 

highlights the importance of product knowledge for procurement professionals.  Chapter II 

also served to define the baseline of skills that procurement professionals should have in 

order to be successful purchasing professionals.  Those basic skills include product 

knowledge, which is notably absent in current DoD and Air Force training methods.  This 

was noted in the RAND Air Force Procurement Workforce Transformation report (RAND 

Corporation, Project Air Force, 2004).  Next, I began to link product knowledge and job 

performance by examining the behavioral constructs of psychological capital, occupational 

stress, and workplace conflict.  Literature showed that high levels of psychological capital, 

low levels of occupational stress, and low levels of workplace conflict produced a better 

work climate, and more productive professionals.  In the next chapter, I focused on the 

methodology of the research that I conducted. 

In Chapter III, I introduced the Air Force contracting workforce and product 

knowledge at SMC.  I also introduced AFLCMC Hanscom and AFLCMC Wright–Patterson.  

In Chapter III, I also introduced the survey that was administered to the three acquisition 

centers to assess levels of product knowledge, how product knowledge was obtained, and 

behavioral questions.  The next chapter focused on the findings and analysis. 

In Chapter IV, I began with the findings based on the demographics of the population 

that was assessed.  Of the total population of 1,819 contracting professionals, 198 responded 

from the three acquisition centers.  In this chapter, I discussed my findings on the product 

knowledge questions and analyzed the data.  I found that contracting professionals receive 

most of their product knowledge from work-related experience.  The next set of questions 

that I analyzed addressed behavioral questions.  Here, I used these findings to draw links 
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between product knowledge, the behavioral constructs, and its potential impact on the 

organization, as discussed in Figure 2, the Product Knowledge Map.  I found that product 

knowledge is linked to psychological capital and that high levels of product knowledge could 

positively impact the organization.  In the final chapter of this thesis, I offered a summary, 

conclusion, and areas for further research.  

C. CONCLUSIONS 

In Chapter I, I asked five questions related to product knowledge at three major Air 

Force system procurement offices.  I answered these questions through data collection and 

analysis. 

Research Question 1: Do major system centers provide adequate product knowledge 

through training, education, or experience to contracting professionals?  Major system 

centers do not provide adequate product knowledge through training and education.  The 

SMC provides some product knowledge through its innovative in-house training programs, 

but my data analysis suggested that contracting professionals do not receive a majority of 

their knowledge through training and education.  The centers do, however, provide adequate 

product knowledge through experience in the workforce. 

Research Question 2: Do major system centers’ contracting professionals feel as though 

they would be more effective members in the procurement process with more product 

knowledge?  My research findings suggest that of those contracting professionals surveyed, 

95% indicated that an average to very high level of product knowledge is necessary in order 

to be a successful member of the acquisition team.  Thus product knowledge is a necessity 

for complex acquisitions.  Of those contracting professionals surveyed, 97% indicated that 

their respective product or service was average to very high in technical complexity. 
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Research Question 3: Does product knowledge have an effect on contracting professionals’ 

motivation?  In multiple questions within the survey, I sought to link product knowledge to 

motivation.  The data suggested that product knowledge, a technical skill, is correlated with 

motivation in the workplace.  In addition, through my literature review, I showed that 

previous research also strengthens this position. 

Research Question 4: Does product knowledge have an effect on contracting professionals’ 

work-related conflict?  There were not enough data to suggest that product knowledge has a 

direct effect on work-related conflict.  Previous research has suggested that not having 

knowledge for the work being performed can lead to work-related conflict. 

Research Question 5: Does product knowledge have an effect on contracting professionals’ 

work-related stress?  There were enough data to suggest that product knowledge can have an 

effect on work-related stress.  By and large, the data suggested that only an average amount 

of work-related stress was felt by contracting professionals at the three different centers. 

D. AREAS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH 

 This research was the first of its kind to assess the level of product knowledge at any 

government level and to validate its importance as an integral skill needed by contracting 

professionals.  The following are recommendations for further research.   

 Conduct research at the operational contracting level, where a wide array of products, 

services, and construction projects are conducted.  At the operational level, courses 

that provide product knowledge on services, construction techniques, and other 

commonly bought products or services will benefit contracting professionals.  This 

wide array of spend demands a varying level of product knowledge, depending on the 

level of technical complexity of that which is being contracted.   
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 Expand this research to other DoD agencies or executive departments.  Because this 

research is the first of its kind, more data are needed to further validate its importance 

within the government contracting profession.   

 Expand the scope of this research to see how varying levels of product knowledge 

affect the contracting professional’s respective government organization with respect 

to behavioral constraints.  This recommendation seeks to primarily see how stress, 

conflict, PsyCap, and other behavioral aspects have an effect on an organization.   

 Assess specific product technical knowledge at an organizational level.  This can be 

accomplished by administering a test about a specific product or service that will 

specifically assess the level of product knowledge that a contracting professional has.  

This way, any further research will identify specific levels of technical knowledge, 

which can then be compared to the level of knowledge that contracting professionals 

assess themselves.   

 Because there is a lack of research on this subject, there are many areas to be 

discovered with regards to product knowledge and its effect on an organization.  Further 

research is recommended, but my research also indicates that a majority of contracting 

professionals believe that product knowledge is an essential element of their job.  Therefore, 

buying centers should not hesitate to integrate product knowledge into new or existing 

training courses. 
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APPENDIX A. DAWIA CONTRACTING CERTIFICATION (DAU, 2012) 

E. LEVEL I CONTRACTING CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 

1. Training Requirements 

CON 090 – Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR) Fundamentals 

CON 100 – Shaping Smart Business Arrangements 

CON 115 – Contracting Fundamentals 

CON 170 – Fundamentals of Cost and Price Analysis 

CLC 033 – Contract Format and Structure for DoD e-Business Environment 

CLC 058 – Introduction to Contract Pricing 

2. Education Requirements       
  

At least 24 semester hours in accounting, law, business, finance, contracts, purchasing, 
economics, industrial management, marketing, quantitative methods, organization and 

management 

Baccalaureate degree (In any field of study) 

3. Experience Requirements 

1 year of contracting experience 
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F. LEVEL II CONTRACTING CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 

1. Training Requirements 

ACQ 101 – Fundamentals of Systems Acquisition Management 

CON 200 – Business Decisions for Contracting 

CON 216 – Legal Considerations in Contracting 

CON 270 – Intermediate Cost and Price Analysis 

CON 280 – Source Selection and Administration of Service Contracts 

CON 290 – Contract Administration and Negotiation Techniques in a Supply Environment 

CLC 051 – Managing Government Property in the Possession of Contractors 

CLC 056 – Analyzing Contract Costs 

CLC 057 – Performance Based Payments and Value of Cash Flow 

HBS 428 – Negotiating  

2. Education Requirements 

At least 24 semester hours in accounting, law, business, finance, contracts, purchasing, 
economics, industrial management, marketing, quantitative methods, organization and 

management 

Baccalaureate degree (In any field of study) 

3. Experience Requirements 

2 years of contracting experience 
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G. LEVEL III CONTRACTING CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 

1. Training Requirements 

ACQ 201A – Intermediate Systems Acquisition, Part A 

CON 360 – Contracting for Decision Makers 

1 additional course from the Harvard Business Management Modules 

Additional requirement will be to select one of the below courses 

ACQ 265 – Mission-Focused Services Acquisition 

ACQ 370 – Acquisition Law 

CON 232 – Overhead Management of Defense Contracts 

CON 235 – Advanced Contract Pricing 

CON 244 – Construction Contracting 

CON 250 – Fundamentals of Cost Accounting Standards – Part I 

CON 334 – Advanced Contingency Contracting Officer’s Course 

2. Education Requirements 

At least 24 semester hours in accounting, law, business, finance, contracts, purchasing, 
economics, industrial management, marketing, quantitative methods, organization and 

management 

Baccalaureate degree (In any field of study) 

3. Experience Requirements 

4 years of contracting experience
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APPENDIX B. QUESTION 10 RESPONSES 

B-1, B-2, B-52, F-15, F-16, F-22, F-35, KC-46, C-5, C-17 

Launch vehicles and space vehicles  

Spacelift range 

Simulators 

JSTARs 

Aircraft equipment and services 

Operational contracting  

FMS: Identification friend or foe 

Predator and Reaper  

Combat system radar 

GPS IIF satellite 

Delta II rocket 

EELV launch services  

MILSATCOM 

ISR-related products and services 

Big Safari Prime Systems 

NASIC intelligence products 

IT equipment 

Cryptologic systems 

Aircraft engines 

Agile Combat Support  
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APPENDIX C. SURVEY QUESTIONS AND RESULTS 

 

Product Knowledge .r\. SurveyMonkey 

1. Proceed 

Rnpoa.aa llMpQII.UI 
PtreeM COu111 

Pr"OC'IIG 

2. Please pic:IC the ~sl option th ilt describes you, 

lt•ti>OM• lll"ponu 
Per-t co una 

Un ~~ !dn'leo! CJ !ti»i. 11 

Doll CIYIJIIn 11.;1'& 177 

o...-~ Cc'\:r.lctor [] 2.J'io .! 

IMWttld qv MlJoe . ., 
IIIIIJPedqiBtUOI ~ 

3. P~ase se lec• your orgonltatiOft. 

R•epoua RNPOII.U 

PI~ Count 

21) I Ill: 

:54.3"A I Ill 

~55'10 51 

.-... .c~ quullOII 11!1 

IIIJppecJ qu .. tiDI 
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4. How long lt:t~ you been w011\ing :~t this center? 

"NP04 .. ll.Npolltt 
~rcllflt couat 

Len titan .5 yu.m l:1..ft 123 

Gll!~r trLioG 5 Iii:& e" ~~an u 
L::J )t.111. 

75 15 

CIN~rll!a'liD W eu tNn I$ 
D ;;_:;"& 1;l 

) UI'S 

CirtJ:If 111;1" 15 1M til INI1 ::> c f l'ill'i· 
.tft 6 

Gr~:~ Clall 2C )'I<~ 20 1'5 ~ 

mawwed quaalkm ( :Ill 

atlpptlll queaaon 5 

5. How long have you been a part of the contracting workforce at this center? 

IINpOIIIt l'tnpout 

P.rciHii Cowrt 

Lentllm.Syu~:a C4.~ l~ 

Greihr ttu~ 5 tu "" :r.a.n l' 
JUI"l 

I.U "'o 16 

Grt~ll'l;ll\ ID Ill& HI !Nil IS 
l:J &.11!. 

r~•rs. 

Gre~ 1!'1;~n 1 s 1111t 'eu; tN.l1 :z:. 
Q 

)U~ 
45'1l 9 

G'N~K lilol'! 1C )'aJS 17.l"' ~ 

:anawwfil q~rntlcm IS7 

aklpped queaUo11 1 
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6. How long have you beefl a part of the contracting workforce? 

"••ann ""POll .. 
~runt count 

use !han 5 ye.are 4.5.7'4 ,, 
Gr~are.r tnar 5 oot i'5.5 lll'a'l 1 c 

c:::J , .. ,. 106~ 21 

GIUMl i:IJn 10 ~JLI!U IIIZI 15 
D )"U,. 

7.C"!\o 1.¢ 

Gle-atl<r ~an 1 S ll<lll .e" N.'l 2C 
D )fatS 

e.n. II 

Grea!e- tiU~ 2t y~ar5 28.£ ... 57 

•nswwiKI CFNI:Ioa 1" 

ctkiPSNd qo88IIOD 5 

7. What is your contracting DAWIA level certification? 

Rnponu RMpOMt 
~tCtllt COUAI 

No r:el'll-~~ 011 r 6.a-.. 12 

~ .. tl l te~I!M 29.1i'io S:9 

-~vel U l)ert~cation 26. 1 ... 52 

Ln., 111 c.rt mull on 38..2"l. 1G 

UI.WM'IKI qgHI:IOII ~ 

alki'PSNd quacaUoJI 5 
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8. Are you currently a warranted contracting officer? 

lti~OMI .... ~~-· 
PtiUO: cou.ni 

y,.s ] 29..9". !6 

No 70.1'lli 131 

I.D.WM'IKI qa:Ht!Oil 117 

atfP9td quultoa 17 

9. What NationaJ Contract Management Association (UCMAJ professional certification. if 

any, have you earned? 

CMI11H PtaiOJ CMr.lal O 
Mi!"~r iCfCIJ 

~rJr~ Prcnulordl Col:nm 
A,IMU!jtl IQICJI' D 

Ruponu 
~till 

R .. pocae 

COUll I 

s 

14 

10. Briefly idantffy tn• product!sel'\flcce for whieh you contract; for example GPS aatemte, F. 
22. or AWACS systems. 
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·11. How would you rate the level of complexity of the product/service for which you 

cont ract? 

fteaponae fteaponu 
Percent Count 

None 0.0'!1. 0 

Little LJ 3.2% 6 

Average 30.7'!1. 56 

High 37.G% 71 

Very "ilgJI 28.6% 54 

anawe-red qunbon 189 

akl PIHI«< queallon 15 

12. Rank your level of product knowledge of the product/service for which you cont ract . 

lteaponu fteapona& 
Percent count 

None II 2.1% 4 

Little 23.~% ~ 

Average 44.7% M 

Hlgll 22.3% 42 

Very Hlgfl 7 . .:1'!1, 14 

anawe-red qunbon 188 

U lpped queallon 1G 
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13. Do you believe that you have sufficient productlk nowiHige for your procurement 

l"e$p()05tbihtle s? 

Rnponu 
PftCUZ 

YM H.Ho 

MO 20.!~ 

ana•M'IIG q• •llOI 

alllpptd qunUOA 

RMpOIIH 

COUJI I 

145 

3a 

1a 

21 

14. Rank your level o1 work-related stres.s a.s a res.ult of the specific product/serviCe you 

work with. 

IUtpOAU ,.. .. pout 
l>fl'Ctnt C:OUDI 

None 3.1T. 1 

Ult!l 20.G'"lo n 

AWflllll 47.C~ .. 
Hlgn 20~ 

,. 
V~li~ CJ 8. 1 ... I.S 

•n•wwiJd qnttiOII f U 

alll.,.o quaa1Jo.11 " 
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15. Rank your level of work-relate stress when serving on a source selection team a"S a 

l"e$Uit of product knowledge deficiencaes. 

Re"aponu RN p011i8 1 

Ptrctltt COII.II 

NO I'll 5.9". 1t 

LICI U''Ji Ill 

A•!~ 24~ .&S 

Hlgll 10..3'ti 19 

V~HY tllg;l Q S.4 .... I ll 

l"la never worked on a aoure• 

Ulect~ 
u -n 12 

antlltrta qJ~HIIon 115 

111~a qunuon ,, 

16. Do you believe U\at Pfodud knowledge IS necessary t.n order to corry out your dulles as 
a contracting professional? 

1\MJ)OMI 1\UpOIII I 

Parce1 coual 

Y• 95.1% 115 

-.:> 0 4.9 ... ~ 

nt..,trta qvNtlon 1t4 

liUPJMd qDtlbDII 21) 
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17. What level of product knowledge do you believe that contracting p rofessionals should 

have for thoe productlserv•~ for which they contract? 

Rupona• 
~I'Cia.t 

NO,. 0~ 

Lrc.-. 3.310 

A.~r~~ •ow 

Hlgll U .1"lf. 

Vay -1~ ~ 10.9% 

anaw1nd quntlon 

aklppeel qaea!Jon 

18. What level of product knowledge training does your center provide contracting 

professiOnals? 

Rnpona• 
Ptrc•nt 

NOM 22.ft 

LJUII , _,. 
A..tr~t 27~ 

Hl9" ~ 9.~ 

V!l)'rtlgD u 1.1'1. 

IDIWIKid qunt:Joa 

ellppeel queattoJI 

R .. poa:ae 
COUilt 

0 

6 

7S 

83 

2D 

114 

20 

RNpoa•e 
COUJ'It 

..a 

73 

50 

17 

2 

114 

20 
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19. What level ot product knowledge is gained through wori< related experiences at your 

center? 

Rnpoau 
~---h:R IHII. COUill 

Noll• II "'" 2 

LIQ I 1) ~ 

A'lllll'9 ,,.,.., 73 

t11gl:. Jl5.1'1. r.6 

IJBf "'lg'l L...! 9.3"1. t; 

an-•.a qantlou 183 

eklpped qan tJoa 21 

ZO. To what extent do you use other means outs.Kie your command (Internet, magazines, 
books. third pattJos, etc.J to educate yourself to ga.ln more product knowledge to,- whidl 

you contract? 

~•poa•• ~POll" 
Percem COUllt 

Nor~ D 7.7'% 14 

Lrttl€ 29.5'!1. 54 

~,..,..,. 32..ft co 

Hlgll u (1'1. .. 
IJfiT rf'G:' Ci fi.ll"lo 11 

MIWWR n tloll 183 

lllppiG q;utiUOD :u 
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21. To what degree do you believe that market knowledge makes you a more effective 

contracting professional? 

Rnponae Raaponae 

Percent counl 

None 0.5% 

Little u 4.9% g 

.Average 26.2% 48 

High .1.5% 87 

very~ 20.8% J8 

answered q11ntlon 183 

alklpped queatlon 21 

22. I feel confident evaluating contractor proposals for the productsl services I buy. 

Rnponae Reaponn 
Percanl count 

Stron~ Dl6agru l..l 2.7% s 

O~Ugree 4.9% 9 

Some-wllat DC&agree 9.9% IB 

s ome-Aflat Agree J0.2% ss 

Agree 31:..3% " 
Strong)' Agree 15.9% 29 

answlfed quntlon 182 

Blipped queallon 22 
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23. 1 feel confident in representing the contracting function in meetings with othe~ 

functional ar-eas. 

Ruponu R.aponae 

!'trctllt COUll I 

::11'111';) OIU_grtt II l.n. ) 

O..grtt I .t.! ... a 

~~IH e.~ .. IS 

Sor-.-11~1 A~E 20. 1 ... y; 

e.gr• .,~ 75 

Slrong y Ag~e 23~, ~ 

•nswM'td qun!Jon m 

aki~CI qut8tlon 25 

24. I feel confident COfltributing to product/service focused discussions throughout the 

co ntracting process. 

Rupo.nu RMpOIRie 

,.,C.ftt eoul\l 

!:~ llliiiVIII lJ 3.• 6 

~'" CJ &.N 12 

:otMIIilloll Oila9IH L_j 12.J' :2 

Sor-o11.11 AgrH 26.3 ... .c7 

..t,gJw 3~.$-... ~ 

Stto'!g J Agl!-e L......:] l.t..$0;. l5 

8Ja.WW8d qtrNtfOII t'D 

aiiiJil'•O quni.lon 25 
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25. I feel confident helping to set targets/goals in technical meetings. 

Raaponae Raaponu 
Parcanl Counl 

s Iron~ Dlsagr~:e D 5.6% 1[) 

Ol5agree 16.3% 29 

Somelllhat DCsagree 14 .6% 26 

SomeWhat Agr•• 33.7% GO 

A.;ree 2 L9% 39 

Strong[)' Agree 1--l 7.9% 14 

anawand quntlon 178 

ellpped queatlon 2' 

26. I feel confident contacting people outside the organization (e.g., suppliers, customers, 

contractors ) to dlscuss problems. 

Raaponae Raaponu 
Parcanl Counl 

Siron~ Disagree I I 1.7% 3 

D~5agree 5.1% 9 

s omeollhat Dfsagree L l 7.3% 13 

s ome-1111at A.gree 28.2% so 

AgrH . 0 .7% 72 

SITDngty Agree 16.9% 3[) 

anawMad quntlon 177 

alklpped queallon 27 



=

^Åèìáëáíáçå=oÉëÉ~êÅÜ=mêçÖê~ã=
do^ar^qb=p`elli=lc=_rpfkbpp=C=mr_if`=mlif`v  - 89 -=
k^s^i=mlpqdo^ar^qb=p`elli= =

27. I feel confident presenting product information to a group of colleagues (contracting or 
other tWJctional areas). 

Ruportat R•pan .. 
P.rctnt eount 

$~04UgrH 3 .• , • 
O.wgrH 10.7"1. Iii 

:;ome.~~~tat ocugrH 15.7~ n 

Som.wlla..:lg!H :SO .!I,. S5 

AgJee 28.7"!1. £:1 

Slro.~T Ag~e ~ 10.7'!. 131 

llltwtr.O cpMtlOI m 

nrp,.o qunllOa :5 

28. 1 am confident that I could deal efficiently with unexpected events. 

RlipOII .. I'IMpOMI 

Pwe• nt count 

Slrllk~ oo.agree II 1.1~ z 

Owgr* Ll ~.~ ... 2 

Sllmelllllal Oi:roagr~ 5.2'& 1t 

SO!I"fll11it ._7* a7.c"'. .... ~ 

4QI'M 47.l'% t4 

SW!!g Aogrn 11A~ }1 

lftiWWid qDRt:1011 lTI 

lklp,.o qvnllOI K 
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29. Thanks to my resourcefulness and ability to figure things out, I knowhowto flandle 

unexpected or unforeseen situation$. 

R .. ponaa llaapOliU 

N«I M COtJAl 

Stro ~OiagrH 0."' 

O&agtH O.K 

Somntal Olwgfft lJ 2.6'!1. s 

SClr.:l9tlat 4 -e-e 2.¢.3"!!0 .:J 

:.gr .. .s2.G"'L n 

£1lllr.q:) AgrM t 9..3'!1. l5 

ana1url!d lfli•IIOII 117 

allpped qu .. UoJI 71 

JO. I can sorve most pr-oblems if I invest tlle neeessary effor1. 

Raapo~~:•• l'l•pollaa 
Pen: ant COUJit 

stro~ Dlsa!Jl* 0.6, 

O;ggree- D.G"!!! ll 

Sier<lfliN! D~l* II 2.~ -4 

!loa!ftl!la t f1¥H 11 S"ll 21 

,... .. j 52.3'S. S2 

Cftf19') A.Qm 3JG'Ii. 5:.8 

•ntwareod q111•IIOft nc 

·~lppacl quttiiOII 3 
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31 . When I am confronted with a problem, I can usually find several solutions. 

"npanu ll"POIIIt 
Pwct l11 Co IIlii 

~!hagree D.i:'"\ 

0s9r,;e O.CilO !I 

SO!nHIIUI :xggre 3 . ..:-,; 0 

s~~ 27.1"to .... 
llgrw ••.no " 

~YA9rH 11M.., » 

ILIIIWI!rld tiOII m 

attpp!la qatllioa 1.7 

32.11 I am in troubkl, I can usually think of a solution. 

"UfiOIIU ll .. pORt 

PucenJ Cou.nl 

~· .. 
:n.~ 

UllfCitO qunl.lo• lf 
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33. I can usually han dle whatever comes my way. 

RUl~Oft .. llHPOHt 
Pen:IUit C:OIIlll 

stror;;y Dosagru 0.001< () 

D.ggre-e D.Cftl. c 

StomE1Mllt owgree 2.Mo 5 

llllf::ri!'idi;Jt/.q;M1 1B..Q<& 33 

:.ar• 52.S'I. 113 

:.nn~J Agrn 2150'1. ft 

.an•••.., ., .. aoa m 

IIII'PfG !lfienotl v 

J.4.1f t •hould find lll)'$elf in o pm 11t work, t eould thfnt of many ways to get out of it. 

"HPOIIU Ralj)IMDI 

Pe«:ilflt COUIIt 

D.ii'IIO 

0.6'/lli 

2.n s 
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3&. At the present time, I am energetically punuing my worlt goa1s. 

IIMPO"" ll•pOII .. 
"-1C1111l CoUDt 

Slrot";y DISagrE€ n 2.3'-' ~ 

Diloagn!E' I I 2.~ ~ 

some-..::Jt ~~"* 4.~ e 

Sllt'll"'lat ~ 16_£'!1; 2i 

... ,.. SOft Ill 

r.III'Ofl9 Agrtt- ~JT'Jo Q 

till• If~ q11Mil0ll •n 
•-lpptd quttUOil l7 

36. Ttlere are lots of ways around any Pf'Oblem. 

lltlfiORit ltMpG.aal 

~fCIIU COIIJit 

S1COC1f)' [llgllret' 0 1,104 2 

0$1grR IJ 2.~ .. 
$011\t..tQI Oll&lgrtt- r=J 7.~ u 

I OI!Itoltlal AgrM .J7 I'lL " 
lqM 315ft Q 

011'111!9:) A!JI'Ifo ~ IS.n. :s 

.&AaVIMH q a M iiOO 171 

u~ppta qutauoa K 
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37. Right now I see myself as being pretty SU<;Ce"$Sful at work. 

ltHPOII .. ltRpoa .. 
Pwunt COUJii 

Strar.g!)' !Xs.agree O.E"i 

0~9r..e IJ 1.1'l<. 3 

SOI!1HIIl.at ~ree I I 2.2'1. 4 

s~~ 20.e"' 3'l 

~'" 50.0"JJi • 
~ Agrn 24.1"\o 44 

IUWVIG qvHtrOI ua 

tilptMd qtlltiJoD K 

38. 1 con thtnk of many ways to reach my current wort~ go •· 

lt•tpoMII ,. .. poa .. 
Ptrc.ni count 

Siror';'J D1+igrte 0 1.2"11 2 

O.Uijii'H n 1.:ni :! 

~'Mill CIUjii'M 0 8. 1~ •• 
!)Of!totAI!M .. :26.&.,. Ll 

&Qrtl ·'·"' " 
!:>~JA91'tt ~ I.U\. 25 

m•••ltd..-Ootl m 

•kiPJ"d qn•Uo• 3t 
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39. At this t ime, I am meeting the work goals that I have set for myseH. 

Reeponn RnpOIUII 

Percent Coun t 

Strongfy Dlsagrece 0 1.7'!1. 3 

OI$Jgree II 1.2% 2 

somew~t Disagree s .a% 10 

s ome:a11at AQJI!'E 26.0'!1. ~5 

AgJM 51.4% 83 

Strong')' A.gfl'e 13.9'!1. 24 

anaww&d qunUon 113 

attpped qoeaUon 31 

40. When I have a setback at work, I have trouble recover ing from it, and moving on. 

Reaponae RnpOIUII 

Percenl coun l 

Stron!,(Y Disagrece 17.J%. JO 

Disagree 45.7%. 79 

Somew~t Disagree 23.1% 40 

s ome<a11at A.!Jee ll 6.1% 14 

AgreE 0 J .S% 6 

Strong y Agrece n 2.J%. 

anaww&d qunUon 173 

skipped qoeall on 31 
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41. I usually manage ditrteulties one way or another at worlc. 

l'tHJIOMI llNpOUI 

Perce1 COUDI 

~g:y otsagree OJ£'!i 

:>o5agreo; OL'IoO 0 

somHIIIal :::llolgree I I 1.7% l 

s~.-.9ft 19,1"1 ll 

AQJM ~~ 10) 

Sl"o!!fl Agru 15~'1', 27 

anew1r10 qv11tron n s 

eatppta qunuon ,, 

42. 1 can be '"on my own,· ao to apeak, at wor1( if I have to. 

l'tnpoiiU llNpOIIU 

Perceal cou:•l 

S1n:lr'gy Ofl;agrn I)~"' 

01U9ree 0£"'1 

SOmt.ul l:):UgrH n U'llo 

!:OIN'A11.11i" ... ~ 13 " 24 

A~ ..$,1'4 n 

::ttong J' Ag~t 37J)' 64 

•nnrw:~ qv..tkm 17S 

.aiUPSMd qu .. t»n " 
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43. I usually take stressful things at work in stride. 

Reaponaa Reaponae 
P1rcenl Count 

stron9)' Dl&agr~<e 0.0% II 

D 5agree 0.6% 

somewtut Dlsagree 9.2% 16 

somE'M!at A91M 25.4% 

Agr .. 52.0% 

12.7% 22 

anaweted qu11tlon 17S 

all pped quaallon 31 

44. I can get through d ifficult t imes at work because I've exper ienced difficulty before. 

Reaponaa Reaponae 
Pereanl Count 

stron9)' DJ&agr~<e 0.6% 

D 5agrO?e n 1.7% 3 

som~<wtut Dlsagree D 5.2% 9 

somRflatA~ r-=1 13.9% 24 

Agr" S1 .>t% 85 

strong:y Agr~<e 27.2% 47 

anaweted qu11tlon 17S 

atl pped queanon 31 
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45. 1 feel I can n:rndle many thinos alB lime Ill thit job. 

l'(ttpo~•• llMpoate 
Pln:.A! COUDl 

1.7'!1 

Jt 

46. When things ore unCBtorn for me at wortt,l mu;a,Hy expect the bett. 

RUpo- ltMpOAII 

... n:..n COUl l 

!ltroft91 ~;~~9r« 0 11"' ~ 

Otg~ 0 4.C"'Io 

!:0"'"""1 ~, .. r=::1 IL !._ 2S 

!la=ft1UIJI.P 31..l"'io 511 

Agrll 4U 11o u 

:lrOllgly A.Qr.f D t. .... 11 

•n•••IID qveetiOII 11) 

.atlpp!td qunuon , 
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47. 1fsometlling can go wrong forme work-wise. it wiD. 

i'tH90ftU RllpOIIIt 

Ptil:Hl Collllt 

S1ror'g;J Ol.s.agru w 7.6'1. 

DIUIJr• ~~ 75 

som~t >:5019re;; 27.5""" 

Sacntul A!Ji"E ISIS 

"9ft l1 ~% 

t:W'OIIlJ Agrn 3 ~"' 

IJit'• VIdqv .. lJon 

•••,.a quatllltll 

48. I alllraya Jool; on the bright aide of things regarding my job. 

IUipiNIU ltllpoalt 

~re"t ~011111 

~ J::bagte-'£ 0 1 .~ 3 

o..agrH n 1.7% ) 

sorn.*'Wit ~r" II 7," ll 

3GCftiWIII A~ Jo:-.. ~ 

Agrll .. s .. n; .,. 
3Dn9") A9111 r:::=l 13 .: '!II l) 

l.nllllfta qiiHUAII 11'2 

.tiUpjHG qUta!JoD .32 
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49. 1'm optimistic about what will happen to me in the futw-e as it pertains to work. 

lltHpHU llnpoc~t 

PeTc.llt coual 

~yooagr..e n .:>.Hi " 
OQgJa u 22~ Jl 

Somc-111\Jt ::xngree 5,.7~ g 

Sor:!""Yl A!Ffi 17..4'1i » 

a,gr• n .n ,. 
3011!1 Agrtl l4!'1i 25 

u••••a cp!Mtlorl 1U 

lllp,ptG qriiiUOft S2 

60. In this job, things never work out the way I WMil them. 

llnpoau llMpoR• 

Ptrc-1 COIUI I 

~~9111 16~ 

o•tgrN 4U~ 

~llftll ~"' 20~ 

o~ .. ~~ r=i 9l"' 

A911 0 u ... 

:t-oll!l AgrH n 2-l'io 

• n••w•d qu••ttorl 112 

•lll~d qunliOn 
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51. 1 appro~h Ulis job as if "every <:loud has a silver fining." 

KHJ)OIIII ANpM tt 
Pa~ Coua1 

S1flX:9.)' ctsagr~ t1 1.1"1 3 

O~grH 9~ 15 

SOmHIIIal :lOiSagre£ S.nl 15 

S~AQJM . 0. 1'11 C5 

Ape J1 A'!. sa 

:nl!fl' A9rtl 6.T"'Io 15 

ann .. Ci qaHUCHI 11'2 

llll~a qa111Jo11 » 

52. lam c~ar wtlilt Is expected of m~ al work. 

lle'l)OIIU llN pOOll • 
Perc•t coual 

Silv'f)' Oo:ia9r~e [] ~~ ~ 

OIU~jiH [J 2 !1' s 

SO!MIINI CioUgJII CJ u~ 16 

CO!Ma1UII "4" :!7 IIIIo " 
A gr .. .u..n. 17 

!WO~ '/ -'9'" t 'H~ ld 

• n•"• •d qVNtkHI 172 

lkiPfNU quulJDn ~2 
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53. I often fee II that I am overworked. 

Rnponu R•aponn 
Percanl c ounl 

S trorr~ Dl6agr~~ Cl 6 . .::1% 11 

ors.agree 24.4% 42 

Som"wiiJt iXsagree 18.6% 32 

Som&WIIal Agre& 2~1.1% so 

A9Jer 15.1% 26 

Strong!)' Ag~e 6.~% 11 

answer&c:t qunl!on 172 

aklpped qu&aiJon 32 

54. My work places a lot of work-related stress and pressure on me to get the job done. 

Rnponu R•aponn 
Percanl c ount 

stron~)' Dl6agreoe 0 4.7% 6 

Dr&.agree r=::::::i 15.1% 2f> 

Som"wllat !Xsagree 19.2% JJ 

SomeWhat Agre& 27.3% 43 

A"!J"E!E' 25.0% 43 

Strong')' Ag~e ll 8.1% 14 

an-er&c:t qunl!on 172 

eklpped quniJon 32 
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55. 1 know how to go about getting my job done. 

ltHpont ftii!IO'Ifl 

P•rcem Coual 

~cwg~ tlll'ti D 

:u.ag,ee u 1..2'. 2 

so~llllal~ 4_l "'io 7 

So"'F~ A-gift ~ 14z~ 25 

.... ~"' ll2 

SV0"91' AgiH 26-7~ 46 

lnWIIIG qvH\:lol1 112 

••IPI"a qvtiUDn l2 

56. 1 have to worknry tntensively. 

ftnpOJIU hlpolllll 

Ptn:enl counl 

Sl!V"V)' D'Wgrn (1..6~ 

D:lhlgree fj 4_ 1'Ko li 

so~~~~ 16~.,. za 

IGIIIDIIM 4grM 30'11 5) 

~ a;s • ., 57 

:i:U0119'Y Aglft c:::J IOS'Io 11 

1111•111td qvt•Uon 172 

•lllpptd qut~ lllloli 32 
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57. 1 reel stressed at work. 

MIPOIIU 1\llpotlll 

Pt~l coanl 

:;~:)!';)~ r:J 4,7~ e 

0~ z,,,,. )C 

!:OIMliiM DIUII''H __ , ")" ~ 

IOI!Itllllll Ag,M Ul'll SIJ 

~ I) 5't, 23 

::I~'JAgrH 9.~'10 11!> 

aM*ttiG qUMUOII 111 

alllpp.4 qu .. tJon » 

58. I am clear about what my dubes and responslblliUes are at work . 

Rnpoan RNponu 
Per<*' I COvnt 

~~) DIU9'H 0 1..2'11 :! 

O!a.tp 0 .&7'11. • 
!lOCH*Ra DIII!JH D :.o'!l 1:Z 

!:.omew"lat At;rM 20..5'11. 35 

..... LS.O'Il 11 

Strorg')' Atp"R 2 1 5% 31 

an-tttcl quMUOI'I 171 

mpp.a qun110n ~ 
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59. I h•n•e to neglect some taa:ks bee.1use I h:~ve too much to do. 

~·~o.ll .. IINPOfte • 

Ptrceat COifAI 

Slror<fl' D'sagre--e r=l 7.C% !2 

Oiiiagree 22..1"li ,J~ 

I01118Wftal Dl8agr•• 24.A'S 42 

IM~Mr!l It A.grw 2U-. 42 

"'" ,,."" :l 

SWOniJ-, .Agrt:t l 81'!10 u 

. .... .... d q-.tJon m 

••ll'fltd quutJoe u 

60. There It fricuon or anger between colleagues. 

!Utpi!Ut llhpOAU 

PtflltDl COirlt 

fi1TiliiS'/~~rtt c::::J 1~-t% ll 

O!QgtH 3U '4 " 
~t.tlll~rtt 18f"-' l2 

!lCICPMI.II ~ 18.8" l2 

-.~ r=1 81 ... IJ 

S:rott9ll Agrn Cl 2..ft s 

IIJitlllfttea qu.auoa 172 

ekiP'P"d qiiULIDD ;S2 
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